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HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 

INDIAN  PROBATE — Interior  Department  issues  regula¬ 
tions  regarding  acquisition  of  certain  inherited  interests; 
effective  9-30-74 . . . .  31635 

DISABILITY — HEW  proposal  concerning  eligibility  where 
individual  is  addicted  to  drugs  or  alcohol;  comments  by 
9-30-74 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  31648 


MOTOR  VEHICLE  DRIVERS — DoT  issues  procedures  for 
placing  certain  operators  in  "out  of  service"  category; 
effective  10-1-74— . . . — . 


LENDING  LIMITATIONS— FH LB B  increases  loan  amounts 
for  certain  dwellings;  effective  8-30-74 . .  31624 

jCRUDE  OIL — FEA  sets  forth  possible  implementation 
procedures  for  allocation  of  old  oil;  effective  immediately..  31622 
FEA  proposes  regulations  to  allocate  to  refiners  pro¬ 
portionate  to  refining  capacity;  comments  by  9-20-74..  31650 

PESTICIDES — EPA  establishes  tolerances  for  certain 
chemicals  used  in  or  on  raw  agricultural  products;  effec¬ 
tive  8-30-74 . 31635 

MEETINGS — 

DoT:  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council  9-19  and 

9-20-74  . .  31680 

Subcommittee  of  the  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil,  9-18-74 . 31681 

Defense:  Advisory  Committee  on  Export  of  U.S.  Tech¬ 
nology;  Implications  to  U.S.  Defense,  9-5-74 .  31669 

Defense  Manpower  Commission:  Commissioners,  9-12 

and  9-13-74 .  31695 

National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities: 

Public  Media  Advisory  Panel,  9-8,  9-9  and  9-10-74 .  31711 

AEC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Comanche  Peak  Steam  Electric  Station, 

9-18-74 . 31683 

Commerce:  Travel  Advisory  Board,  10-1-74 .  31677 


PART  II: 

HOSPITAL  SERVICES — HEW  requirements  for 
compliance  with  “community  services”  assur¬ 
ances — given  by  Hill-Burton  facilities;  effective 
8-30-74  .  31765 

PART  III: 

WAGE  DETERMINATIONS — Labor/ ESA  decision 
regarding  Federal  and  Federally  assisted  con¬ 
struction  . . . .  31769 


AGENCIES  WHICH  PUBLISHED  IN  AUGUST — Find¬ 
ing  aid  listing  dates  of  publication  by  agencies  .... 
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reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  lnolude  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  into  Effect  Today 

This  list  includes  only  rules  that  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  after 
October  1,  1972. 

.  page  no. 

.  and  date 

BLM — Partial  revocation  of  Executive 
Order  No.  3406  of  February  13,  1921; 
Alaska . 27798;  8-1-74 

DoT — Tank  car  tank  head  shields;  pro¬ 
tective  shield  requirement . 27572; 

7-30-74 

Coast  Guard — Cargo  container  and 
road  vehicle  certification;  interna¬ 
tional  transport  of  goods  ...  27668; 

7- 31-74 

FCC — Maintenance  of  certain  program 
records . 27562;  7-30-74 

Special  industrial  radio  service  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands;  report 
and  order;  proceeding  terminated. 

27667;  7-31-74 

Rules  Going  into  Effect  August  31, 1974 

Agriculture  Department/Forest  Serv¬ 
ice — Administration  of  Forest  Devel¬ 
opment  Transportation  System;  use. 

27649;  7-31-74 

Labor  Department/Wage  and  Hour  Divi¬ 
sion — Virgin  Islands;  wage  order  and 
increase  in  wage  rates .  29353; 

8- 15-74 

Treasury/Economic  Stabilization  Of¬ 
fice — Stabilization  activities  after 
June  30,  1974;  procedural  amend¬ 
ments . . .  28276;  8-6-74 


ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5284.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $6.00  per  month  or  $46  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  76  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 

Rules 

Limitations  of  handling;  lemons 
grown'  In  Arlaona  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  _  31621 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Sugarcane;  Hawaii;  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  prices  for  1974  crop - 31621 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Set  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service;  Ani¬ 
mal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service;  Farmers  Home 
Administration. 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Commuted  traveltime  allowances; 
overtime  service  relating  to  im¬ 
ports  and  exports  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  31622 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings;  Defense  Science  Board 
Advisory  Committee _ 31669 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings;  Commissioners  meet¬ 
ing  _  31695 


EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

General  wage  determinations; 
minimum  wages  for  Federal 
and  federally  assisted  construc¬ 


tion  _ 31770 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Rules 

Tolerances  and  exemptions;  p- 
chlorophenoxyacetic  acid _ 31635 

Notices 

Discharges  of  pollutants  to  navi¬ 
gable  waters;  approval  of  State 
programs;  correction _ 31695 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Rules 


Address  change _ 31624 

Lending  limitations;  Federal  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  System _ 31624 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 


Agreements  filed: 

Iberian  Af-S.  North  Atlantic 

Westbound  Conference _ 31696 

Iberian/U.3.  North  Atlantic 
Westbound  Freight  Confer¬ 
ence  _  31695 

Scandinavian  East  African  Line 
and  Iran  Express  Lines _ 31696 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Information  availability;  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  staff  investigation _ 31629 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Applications,  etc. : 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co _ 31682 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  and  Kansas  City  Power 
and  Light  Co.  (2  documents)  _  31683, 

31684 

pany  (Minnesota)  and  North¬ 
ern  States  Power  Company 
(Wisconsin)  (2  documents)  —  31688, 

31693 

Omaha  Public  Power  District—  31682 
Rochester  Gas  and  Electric 

Corp.  (2  documents)  —  31686, 31694 
Union  Electric  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  31690-31693 

Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Pow¬ 
er  Corp - 31682 

Washington  Public  Power  Sup¬ 
ply  System,  et  al _ 31681 

Meetings:  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards,  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Comanche  Peak 
Steam  Electric  Station _ 31683 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  _  31694 

New  York-Rio  de  Janeiro- 

Johannesburg  case _ 31695 

Sitmar  Cruises,  Inc _ 31695 

COAST  GUARD 

Notices 

Meetings;  Boating  Safety  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  C2  documents)  —  31680, 

31681 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Maritime  Administration ; 
United  States  Travel  Service. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Environmental  Impact  state¬ 
ments;  availability  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _  31658-31667 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Loan  reamortization;  servicing  of 
community  programs  grants _ 31621 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives : 

AiResearch _ 31626 

Sikorsky _ 31626 

Certification  and  operations;  land 
airports  serving  certificated  air 

carriers  _ 31627 

Restricted  areas _ 31627 

Transition  areas  (2  documents) _ 31626, 


31627 

Proposed  Rules 

Control  zone  and  transition  area; 

alteration _ 31649 

Notices 

Interim  Standard  Microwave 
Landing  System;  selection _ 31681 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Crude  oil;  supplier/purchaser 
relationship  rule  and  price  rules 


for  producers - - 31622 

Proposed  Rules 

Old  oil;  allocation - 31650 


FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Horns  of  service  of  drivers;  “out  of 
service”  declaration _ 31640 


Proposed  Rules 

Interconnection  of  facilities; 
emergencies;  transmission  to 
foreign  country _ 31654 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc: 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co - 31696 

Atlanta  Gas  Light  Co - 31706 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co.  (2 

documents) _  31707,  31708 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (2 

documents)  _ 31699 

Consolidated  Water  Power  Co„  31699 
Doric  Petroleum,  Inc.;  redesig¬ 
nation  _  31700 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (3 

documents) _  31700,  31701 

Lowell  Gas  Co _ 31701 

Mississippi  Power  and  Light  Co_  31701 

Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co _ 31704 

Nevada  Power  Co _ 31708 

New  England  Power  Service  Co_  31702 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _ 31708 

Power  Authority  of  the  State  of 

New  York _ 31702 

Puget  Sound  Power  and  Light 

Co  - 31702 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _ _ 31703 

State  of  Vermont  Public  Service 
Board  and  Power  Authority  of 

the  State  of  New  York _ 31705 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _ 31703 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  (2  documents)  —  31697,31709 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co _ 31704 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _ 31697 

Upper  Peninsula  Generating  Co.  31704 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp—  31697 
Yale  Oil  Association,  Inc.  and 

Charles  J.  Richard,  et  al _ 31709 

(Continued  on  next  page ) 
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FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Hunting: 

Certain  national  wildlife  ref¬ 
uges,  Alaska  (2  documents)  __  31641 
Lacreek  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 


uge,  South  Dakota _  31642 

National  Bison  Range,  Ninepipe 
and  Pablo  Refuges,  North¬ 
western  Montana  Wetlands, 
and  Swan  River  Refuge,  Mon¬ 
tana  _  31642 

Sherburne  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Minnesota _ 31642 

Proposed  Rules 

Hunting;  big  game  in  Dismal 
Swamp  of  Virginia;  addition  to 
list  of  open  areas _ 31644 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Intramammary  infusion  products 
for  treating  mastitis;  revocation 
and  amendment  of  antibiotic 
certification  provisions  and  re¬ 
lated  regulations _ 31647 

In  vitro  diagnostic  products  for 
human  use;  establishment  of 
product  class  standard  for  de¬ 
tection  or  measurement  of  glu¬ 
cose  _  31648 

Notices 

Intramammary  infusion  products 
for  treating  mastitis;  opportu¬ 
nity  for  hearing _ 31678 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Goverment-wide  automated  data 
management;  sole  source  and 
other  ADPE  procurements _ 31635 

Notices 

Transportation  and  motor  ve¬ 
hicles;  storage  of  unleaded  gas¬ 
oline  -  31710 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Pood  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion;  Public  Health  Service;  So¬ 
cial  and  Rehabilitation  Service; 

Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Notices 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health;  organization  and 


functions  _ 31680 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS  OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Bethlehem  Mines  Corp _ 31675 

Earl  and  Burl  Coal  Company, 

Inc.,  et  al _ 31676 

Pocahontas  Fuel  Co _ 31677 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 
Notices 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service; 
Hearings  and  Appeals  Office; 
Land  Management  Bureau; 
Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety 
Administration;  National  Park 
Service;  Reclamation  Bureau. 


Rules 

Indian  probate;  hearings  and  ap¬ 
peals  procedures - 31635 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Fourth  section  applications - 31729 

Hearing  assignments - 31729 

Motor  carriers: 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  31724 


Irregular-route  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  ;  elimination  of  gateways.  31712 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Action  to  enjoin  discharge  of  pol¬ 
lutants;  proposed  consent  judge¬ 
ment  _  31669 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Employment  Standards 
Administration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion. 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Boundary  Cone-McHeffy  Butte, 

Arizona;  reservation  of  forage__  31670 
New  Mexico;  applications  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  31675 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Off  Loui¬ 
siana;  bid  submission  proce¬ 
dures  _  31670 

Tours: 

Boise  District  Advisory  Board.  _  31670 
Burley  District  Advisory  Board.  31670 
Wyoming;  applications _ 31675 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  31711 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications ;  American  Export 
lines,  Inc _ 31677 


MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Informal  assessment  of  civil  penal¬ 
ties  for  violation  of  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act;  revision 
and  reinstatement  of  proce¬ 
dures ;  correction _  31631 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Public  Media  Advisory  Panel _ 31711 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Exterior  protection;  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety  standard _ 31641 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Rules 

Oversand  vehicles;  operation  on 
Assateague  Island  National  Sea¬ 
shore,  Maryland  and  Virginia..  31633 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Arsenic  and  inorganic  compounds; 
possible  hazards;  Information 
request  and  fact-finding  hear¬ 


ing  _ _ 31644 

Sulfuric  acid;  standard  for  occu¬ 
pational  exposure _ 31645 


Notices  ' 

Iowa  State  standards;  approval..  31711 

PANAMA  CANAL  ZONE 
Rules 

Public  lands;  boundary  revisions 
of  certain  military  reservations.  31631 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
Rules 

Postal  Service  manual;  miscellane¬ 


ous  amendments - 31634 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Rules 

Community  Service;  requirements 
for  compliance _ 31766 

RECLAMATION  BUREAU 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 


Colorado  River  International 
Salinity  Control  Project;  pro¬ 
tective  and  regulatory  ground-  * 
water  pumping - 31675 

SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITATION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Medicaid  payment  limits;  admin¬ 
istration  of  medical  assistance 
programs;  correction - 31639 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Drug  addiction  and  alcoholism; 
Federal  old  age  survivors  and 
disability  insurance - 31648 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.;  convertible  game 
tables  and  components  thereof.  31711 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration;  Federal 
Highway  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

UNITED  STATES  TRAVEL  SERVICE 


Environmental  statements;  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  for  public  review 
and  comment _ 31680 


Notices 

Meetings: 

TTavel  Advisory  Board _ 31677 
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AGENCIES  WHICH  PUBLISHED  IN  AUGUST 


This  is  a  list  of  agencies  which  published  documents  in  the  Federal  Register  during  August  1974.  This  list  appears 
in  the  final  issue  of  each  month. 


THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Orders 


11796 

Exports,  regulation  of - 

2 

11797 

Rural  areas,  location  of 
new  Federal  facilities 

in _ _  — .  - 

2 

11798 

Export  controls,  adminis- 

tration  of  —  . 

16 

11799 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps 

Officers,  promotion - 

21 

11800 

Aviation  Career  Incentive 

Act  of  1974 _  — 

21 

11801 

Davies,  Honorable  Rodger 

P.;  in  memoriam  _  — 
Memorandum 

22 

August  14,  1974  Egypt,  Agricul¬ 


tural  Trade  Development  and 

Assistance  Act  of  1954 -  23 

Proclamations 

4305  National  Forest  Products 

Week,  1974 _  2 

4306  U.S.  Customs  185th  an¬ 

niversary  year _  7 

4307  National  Student  Govern¬ 

ment  Day,  1974 -  9 

4308  Columbus  Day,  1974 -  22 

4309  Women’s  Equality  Day, 

1974  _ 26 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

ACTION  _ 21 

Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  _ 6,  7,  20,  28 

Aging,  Federal  Council  on - 15,  27 

Agriculture  Department -  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14.  15.  16, 

19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30 

Air  Force  Department _ 9, 15,  21, 26 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 

Health  Administration _  22 

Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 

Bureau _ 1,  23,  28 

American  Revolution  Bicenten¬ 
nial  Commission -  6 

Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 

Agency _  8 

Army  Department _  26 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National 

Foundation  on _  14,  16,  22,  27,  30 

Atomic  Energy  Commission -  1, 

2,  5.  6,  7,  8.  9,  12.  13,  14,  15,  16, 
19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27.  28,  29,  30 
Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handi¬ 
capped,  Committee  for  Pur¬ 
chase  from _ 5,  13,  23,  29 

Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion  _  14 

Canal  Zone _ 2,  29,  30 

Child  Development  Office _  28 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board -  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7,  8.  9.  12,  13,  14.  15,  16. 
19,  20,  21.  22,  23,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30 
Civil  Rights  Commission..  9, 13, 21, 23,  29 

Civil  Service  Commission -  1, 

7,8,  9,  13,16,21,22,28,  29 

Coast  Guard _  2,  7,  15,  21,  26,  29,  30 

Commerce  Department _ 8,  21,  22 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  _  1, 

6,  7,  13,  14,  15,  16.  21,  22,  23,  26 
Commodity  Exchange  Authority.  5, 
9,  15,  16,  19,  22 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency _  5, 

13,  20,  22 


vi 


Consumer  Product  Safety  Com¬ 
mission.  1, 7, 13, 14, 19, 21,  22,  27, 28,  29 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board.  9, 12 
Council  on  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity.  See  Environmental  Quality 
Council. 

Customs  Service - 2,  7,  8, 13, 14, 22 

Defense  Communications  Agency.  27 

Defense  Department - 2,  8,  23,  28,  30 

Defense  Manpower  Commission —  30 

Defense  Supply  Agency -  16 

Disease  Control  Center -  5, 27 

Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration -  2, 

6,  8,  12,  19,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27, 

28 

Drug  Abuse  Prevention,  Special 

Action  Office -  22 

Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion  _ 1,  2,  26,  29 

Economic  Development  Adminis¬ 
tration  _  21 

Economic  Opportunity  National 

Advisory  Council _  22 

Economic  Opportunity  Office _  8 

Economic  Stabilization  Office _ 5, 6, 12 

Education  Office -  9, 

13,  14.  15.  19.  20,  22,  27 
Employment  Standards  Adminis¬ 
tration  _ 2,  9,  16,  23,  30 

Engineers  Corps _ 7,  8, 15,  28 

Environmental  Protection  Agency.  1, 

2,  5,  6.  7,  8,  9,  12,  13.  14,  15.  16. 

19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27,  28.  29,  30 
Environmental  Quality  Council..  2, 

9. 16. 23,  30 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

Commission _  26 

Farm  Credit  Administration _  16 

Farmers  Home  Administration _  2, 

5,  6,  8, 12,  15,  16,  22,  23,  26,  30 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  1, 

2,  5.  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16. 
19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26.  27,  28,  29,  30 
Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion  _  1, 

5,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14.  15,  19,  20,  21, 
23,  27,  28,  29 

Federal  Contract  Compliance 

Office  _  7 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  _  14 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Ad¬ 
ministration  _ 1,  5, 6 

Federal  Energy  Administration —  2, 

9,  13,  16,  21,23,26,28,  29,  30 
Federal  Highway  Administration.  6, 
9,  12, 14, 16,  22,  27,  30 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board.  2, 
9, 14, 15, 19, 28,  30 
Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion  5,  6,  7,  8,  12,  14,  16,  20,  21,  28,  29 
Federal  Management  Policy 

Office  _ 13,15,19 

Federal  Maritime  Commission —  1, 

5,  6.  8.  12,  14,  15,  19,  21,  22,  23, 
27,  28,  29,  30 

Federal  Mediation  and  Concilia¬ 
tion  Service _ 28, 29 

Federal  Pay  Advisory  Committee.  29 

Federal  Power  Commission _  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7.  8,  12.  13,  14,  15,  16,  19, 


Federal  Railroad  Administration.  2, 

5,  7, 8,  19,  20 

Federal  Register -  1 

Federal  Reserve  System _  1, 

5.  6,  8,9, 13, 19, 20,23,26,28 

Federal  Supply  Service _ 6,  8, 12,  20 

Federal  Trade  Commission -  6, 

13,  15.  16,  19,  21,  22,  27 

Fine  Arts  Commission _  7 

Fiscal  Service _ 22,26 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service _  1, 

2,  6,  8.  12,  13,  14,  15,  16,  19,  20, 

21,  22,  23,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30 

Food  and  Drug  Administration _  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7,  9,  12,  13,  14.  15,  16,  20, 
21,22,23,26,28,  29.  30 

Pood  and  Nutrition  Service _  7, 

8, 16,  20,  21,  22.  29 

Foreign  Assets  Control  Office _  7, 14 

Foreign  Direct  Investments _  23 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board _  5 

Forest  Servioe _  1, 

6,  8,  9,  13, 14,  15.  20,  22,  23,  26,  28, 

29 

General  Accounting  Office _  9, 

12, 13, 15, 19, 21 
General  Services  Administration.  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7.  8,  9,  12,  13,  15,  19,  20, 
21,23,  26,27,  28, 30 

Geological  Survey _ 1,  8,  19,  21,  26,  29 

Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 

Board _ 5.  9. 12, 14, 27 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Department  _  1, 

2,  7,  9,  12,  14,  15,  16,  19,  20,  22, 
23,  27,  28,  29,  30 

Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion  . . . . 13,  21. 26 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office _ 14,  30 

Historic  Preservation  Advisory 

Council  _  19 

Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Department  _  1, 

5, 12, 14, 15,  16,  19,  22,  26,  28,  30 
Immigration  and  Naturalization 

Service _ 7,  9, 13 

Indian  Affairs  Bureau _ 12, 15, 19,  21 

Interim  Compliance  Panel  (Coal 

Mine  Health  and  Safety) _  8, 

13,  21,  26,  28 

Interior  Department _  1, 

6,  7,  12,  14,  15,  20,  21,  22,  23.  26, 
27,  28 

Internal  Revenue  Service _  6, 

14, 15, 16.  27 

Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  _  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16, 

19,  20,  21.  22,  23,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 

Office  _ 1,15,27,28 

Justice  Department _  5,  16,  22,  29,  30 

Labor  Department 1 _ 6, 14, 15,  26 

Labor  Statistics  Bureau _  22 

Land  Management  Bureau -  1, 

2.  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16,  19, 

20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27.  28,  29,  30 
Management  and  Budget  Office..  1, 

2,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16, 
19,  20,  21,  22,  23,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30 

Manpower  Administration _ 19, 20 

Marine  Mammal  Commission _  22 

Maritime  Administration. _  8,  15,  23,  30 
Mines  Bureau -  5, 7 


20,21,22,  23,26,  28,30 
Federal  Prevailing  Rate  Advisory 
Committee  _ -  15 
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Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety 

Administration _ 15,  30 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity -  22 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space 

Administration _ 6,  7, 12, 19,  20,  21,  27 

National  Bureau  of  Standards -  2, 

20,  22,  26,  27,  28,  29 
National  Credit  Union  Adminis- 

tion _ 14,  21,  28 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 

Administration  _  5, 

7,  9,  13,  14,  15,  16,  19,  20,  22,  26, 
28 

National  Institutes  of  Health _  9, 

12,  13,  21,  22,  28 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. _  2,  9, 16,  21,  22,  23,  29 

National  Park  Service _  2, 

5,  6,  9,  12,  13,  19,  20,  22,  26,  27,  30 

National  Science  Foundation _  23 

National  Technical  Information 

Service _ 14, 21,  23 

National  Transportation  Safety 

Board _  1 

Navy  Department _ 9,  28 

Oceans  and  Atmosphere,  National 
Advisory  Committee  on _  27 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  _  1. 

2,5, 6, 12, 13, 14,  23,26,27,30 
Overseas  Private  Investment  Cor¬ 
poration  _  16 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Adminis¬ 
tration  _ 6, 19,  21 

Panama  Canal  Zone.  See  Canal 
Zone. 

Patent  Office _  7,22 

Postal  Rate  Commission _  29 

Postal  Service _ 9,  13,  15,  21,  22,  30 

Public  Buildings  Service _  26 

Public  Health  Service _  2, 

9, 12,  15,  19,  20,  23,  27,  30 

Railroad  Retirement  Board _  9 

Reclamation  Bureau _  30 

Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion  _ 6,  7,  13,  16,  26,  28 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Develop¬ 
ment  Corporation _  1 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  _  1, 

2,  6,  7,  8,  9,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16,  20, 
21,23,26,  27,  28,29 
Security  and  Consular  Affairs  Bu¬ 
reau  _  13 


Small  Business  Administration _  2 

5,  7,  9, 13, 15,  20,  22,  27,  28 
Social  and  Economic  Statistics 

Administration  _ 9, 19, 23, 28 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service.  2. 

5,  6,  19,  23,  28,  29,  30 

Social  Security  Administration _  1, 

5,  9, 12, 16, 19,  23,  27 

Soil  Conservation  Service -  1, 

7,  8, 14,  15,  16,  20,  23,  26,  27 
State  Department _  2, 

12,  14,  15,  16,  21,  22,  28 

Tariff  Commission _  2 

5, 13, 15, 16,19,21,30 
Telecommunications  Policy  Office.  18 
Textile  Agreements  Implementa¬ 
tion  Committee _ 7, 13, 16,  20,  23 

Transportation  Department _ 6,  21, 2z 

Treasury  Department _ 6, 

13,  15, 19,  22,  23,  26,  29 

U.S.  Railway  Association _ 7,  9,  21 

United  States  Travel  Service _  30 

Veterans  Administration _  8, 

9,  14,  15,  20,  22,  26,  27 

Wage  and  Hour  Division _  12, 

14, 15,  16,  27, 28 

Water  Resources  Council _  14 

Water  Research  and  Technology 
Office  . . 12 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED — AUGUST 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  August. 


3  cfr  Pa*c 

Proclamations  : 

2914  (See  EO  11196) -  27891 

4074  (See  EO  11796) .  27891 

4305  _ 27889 

4306  _  28413 

4307- . — ' _  28605 

4308  _  30333 

4309  _ 30819 

Executive  Orders: 

3406  (Revoked  in  part  by  PLO 

5430) _  27798 

6116  (Revoked  in  part  by 

FLO  5429) _  27904 

11322  (See  EO  11796) -  27891 

11419  (See  EO  11796) -  27891 

11533  (See  EO  11796,  11798)  _  27891, 

29567 

11554  (Amended  by  EO  11799)  _  30101 
li683  (See  EO  11796) -  27891 

11796  _  27891 

(Revoked  by  E.O.  11798)  _  29567 

11797  _ 27893 

11798  _ 29567 

11799  _ 30101 

11800  _ 30103 

11801  _  30335 

Presidential  Documents  Other 
Than  Proclamations  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Orders: 

Memorandum  of  August  14, 

1974 _ 30473 

4  CFR 

407 _ 28869 

Proposed  Rules: 

331__ . 28645 


213 _ _  27793, 

27794,  28607,  28973,  29659,  30105. 
30337, 31287 

900 . . . . —  31513 

6  CFR 

601 _ _ _  28275 


7  CFR 

2 _ _ _  28531 

24 _ 30912 

29 _  30475 

210 _ 31514 

215 _ 28415 

225 - 31513 

245 _  30337 

250 _  29569,  30105 

722 _  28973,  29570,  30340,  31287 

724 _  30821 

725. _ 30822 

726 _  30823 

871 _  27895,  30033 

876 _  29167,  31621 

891 _  28869 

908 _  27805,  28531,  29339,  30340,  31516 

910 _  27897,  28639,  29573,  30476,  31621 

915  _  28640,  30105 

916  _  27806 

917  _  28277,  29169,  30477 

919 _  30033 

921 . 27806 


7  CFR — Continued  P»B» 

922. . . . 27806 

923__ . . : _ 30824 

924 _ _ _ 28143 

926  _  28870 

927  . 29170 

945- . 28531 

946  _ 31517 

947  _  30341,  30477,  30825 

948  . 27807 

958 . . . . 30033,  31517 

993 _  30342 

1001  _ 30925 

1002  _ 30925 

1004 _  30925 

1015 _ 30926 

1030 _ 29171 

1033 . 30926 

1036 _  30926 

1040 _  30926 

1049 _ 31288 

1068 _ 31300 

1131 _ _ 29171 

1421 _ 29581,  30344,  30825 

1425 _ _ _  28973 

1446 _  27807,  30106 

1464 _  30477 

1804 _  28870,  30344 

1808 _  28871 

1823 _ _ _  30826 

1845 . 29581,  30478 

1861 -  31621 

2400 _  30916 

Proposed  Rules: 

68 _ 27914,  28896,  30357 

271 _ _ _ 30151 

610 . . .  30934 

651 _  29376 

722. _ 29375 

910 -  30047,  30105,  31532 

925  - 30495 

926  -  29600,  30047 

927  _  30047 

931 - 28291 

946  -  28162 

947  - 27916,  28162 

958 - 28291 

981 _  29923 

991 -  30495 

1040 - 29574,  30357 

1068 -  29923 

1427 -  29375 

1701 - 28997.  29600 

8  CFR 

Proposed  Rules 

108 _ 28439 

212 _  28996 

245 _  28439 

287 . 28641 

299 _ 28439 


9  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules: 
201 _ 


9  CFR 

2 - 28143 

73 - 28515,  29915 

78 . 30106 

97 - - 29172,  30033,  31622 

112  _  29915 

113  _ 29915 

317  . 28516 

318  _ 28516,  30826 

381. . 28516,  30826 


10  CFR 

9— . — - - 30033 

203 -  31606 

211  -  27910,  28862,  28863,  30478,  31622 

212  -  28608,  30828,  31622 

Rulings:  , 

1974-24 _ 28973 

Proposed  Rules: 

20 - 30164 

50 -  28164 

211 -  28862. 

28863,  29601,  30504,  30506,  31650 

212 - - 28646,  30505 

12  CFR 

7 -  28974 

9 - 28144 

11  - * -  28974 

18 - 29874,  30346 

206„_ . 29916 

208 - „ _  29916 

250 -  28975 

265 -  28517,  30829 

332— . 29178 

337 - 29178 

Ch.  V - 31624 

544  -  28609,  31301 

545  -  27898,  28609,  29339,  31301,  31624 

563  -  28610,  29340 

564  - - - -  29340 

570. _ _ _ _  28610 

611  . . .  29583 

612  -  29584 

614  - - -  29584 

615  . . — . .  29585 

617  . .  29586 

618  -  29587 

721 — j - - 30107 

748 -  31302 

Proposed  Rules: 

201 -  30508 

225 - - -  28536 

545 -  29203,  29938 

563 - 29937,  29938 

584 - - - - -  29203 

13  CFR 

108 _  28419 

121. _ _  30344,  31302 

305 _ 30107 

Proposed  Rules 

121 _  30956 

14  CFR 

39 _ _ _  27794, 

27795,  27898,  27899,  28146,  28229, 

28419,  28518,  28611,  28612,  28975, 

29587,  29917,  30108,  30109,  30478- 

30481,  30926,  30927,  31302-31304. 

31517,31518,31626 

71 _  27899. 

27900,  28147,  28419,  28518,  28612, 

28976,  28977,  29340,  29341,  29587, 

29588,  30034,  30110,  30111,  30345, 

30346,  30839,  30927,  30928,  31626, 

31627 

73 - - 28519,  30111 

75 _ 28147,  28420,  29341,  30928 

95 - 28613 
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14  CFR — Continued.  P8*« 

97  28520,  29172,  30841 

17  CFR— Continued 

231 _  _  30051 

23  CFR  Pag® 

1 _  _  28628 

i?i  _  _  29341.  29917 

240  _  28537,  28995,  30506 

140  28876 

i9*r  _  _ _  _  29341 

249.  __  — _  _  30506 

630—  __  _  _ _ 29173 

19Q  29342.31627 

250  _  _  _  27811 

650 _ _  __  _  _  29174, 29589 

^  qq  _  30481 

271 _  _ _  30051 

655  __  _  30346 

213  __  _  _  -  30842 

18  CFR 

2 _  _  _  _  28872,  31629 

656  _  _  _  28628 

?88  28147  28148  28230  29345,29588 

660  ___  „  _  _  30930 

3721V  29345 

665 _  _  —  30930 

q»iaa  27900 

712.  _  .  28629,  29590 

385  28871.30034 

Proposed  Rules: 

I _ 29384,  29938 

32 _  _  _  _ 31654 

750— _  _  28629, 30346^  30347 

389  __  _  -  -  -- 30034 

399 _  _  _ 28148 

24  CFR 

20 _  30920 

1221 _ _  _  28232 

Proposed  Rules: 

21 _ 29189 

39  _  27809,28534 

43 _ _  __  _ 29180 

45  _  _ 29189 

65 _  29189 

71  _  _  _  _  27918* 

28163,  28440,  28441,  28644,  28905, 
29194,  29195,  29379,  30164,  30359, 
30846, 31329,  31649 

91  291 89 

157 _ _ _  29938 

19  CFR 

1  __  _  _  28420 

6  _  _  —  27900 

42  '  28151 

135.  __  29594 

200.  __  _  _  _  _ _  29351 

201 _  29918 

203  _  _  _  _  _  _  29352 

207  29352 

141_ _  _  28420 

220  29353 

159  —  _  _ _ 29173 

232  28966,  30349 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  _  _  28996 

24  -  _  _  _  -  30934 

275_  .  _  _  .  27797,31309 

1914  _  _  28152-28154, 

28422,  28423,  28532,  28533,  29176, 
29595,  29596,  30035-30037,  31310, 

31311.31519.31520 

1915  _  28235, 

28240,  28247,  28424,  28887,  30118, 

31311.31520 

2205  28212 

Proposed  Rules: 

1710 _  30941 

207  _ _  _  _  28291 

208  _  28291 

212 _  _  _  ___  28291 

214  28291 

217 -  - __  ___  28291  ! 

221 —  29199 

241_  __  28291 

249 _  _  _  28291 

288 __  .  .  303fi0 

141  _  _  __  _  _  28534 

20  CFR 

208  _ — -  28621 

210  _  _  28621 

405  _  27795, 28622, 30935 

416 _  28149,  28625,  28873,  29588,  30483 

saa  _  29918 

Proposed  Rules: 

404  _  _  _  —.  28162,31648 

25  CFR 

33  _  _  _  _ 30114 

Proposed  Rules: 

221 _  .  _  29923 

233 _  _ _ —  29372 

26  CFR 

1 _  _ 28278,  29353,  30931 

293 _ : _  27809 

298  97809 

369  _  _  __  28291 

389-  _  _  28291 

15  CFR 

376  ______  _  ..  28872,30928 

405 _ 27795,  28622,  30935 

21  CFR 

Ch.  I  _  —  30114 

i  _  _  _ 28278 

377  -  __  _ 28872, 30111 

Ch.  X-  _  _  30481 

2  - _  _  30829,  31518 

8  _ 28278,  28421 

1000  _  _  _  30481 

1020  _  _  30481 

20 _ _ _ .  29597 

301  _  _ 28278,  29353 

29  _  31304 

51  _  __  30346 

121  _  28627, 

1025  - ___  -  _  .  30481 

1030  ___  -  _  30481 

1035 —  -  -  30481 

1040  - - -  -  ___  30481 

1050  __  _  _  _  _ _  30481 

Proposed  Rules: 

929  9m 

Proposed  Rules: 

53_  _  - '29189 

27  CFR 

Proposed  rules: 

7 _  _  27812,  30495 

28  CFR 

0-  _  28154,31527 

11_  .  29594 

28875, 28876,  30035,  30484,  31309 
135  _  _  _  28150 

135a  _  _ _  _ 28150 

135c _  _  28151,  30484 

310-  _  27795,  30830 

314 _  _  27795 

16  CFR 

1  _  _  _  29588 

610: _  —  — -  27795 

700—  _  _  30830 

1308  _  _  __ _  _  .  27900,30830 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  _  ._  28291,30844 

20  __  _  —31329 

100 _  _  28291 

102 _  -  28291 

45  .  91527 

1500 -  -  -  30112 

Proposed  Rules: 

233.  -  ___  - 30168 

29  CFR 

97  _  28400,  30906 

599  9Q1 an 

121.  _  .28383,  28899,  31647 

301  - -  _  _  _  29940 

436 -  _  -  30360 

135  _  _  _ 28393 

700  98877 

135e _  _  28382 

727  91916 

438 -  -  _  29385,  30956 

136q  _  _  —  28382 

439  _  - 28292 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  VIII — AGRICULTURAL  STABILI¬ 
ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
(SUGAR),  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  I— DETERMINATION  OF  PRICES 

[Docket  No.  SH-323] 

PART  876— SUGARCANE;  HAWAII 
Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1974-Crop 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-18640,  appearing  at  page 
29167  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  August 
14,  1974,  make  the  following  changes  on 
page  29167: 

1.  In  the  first  column,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  citation,  the  last  line  should 
read “93* ;  (7 U.S.C.  1131, 1153).” 

2.  In  the  middle  column;  under  §  876.- 
22(b)(1),  the  third  line  should  read 
“agreement  to  those  processors  listed 
be-”. 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Regulation  654] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  September  1-7, 
1974.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.954  Lemon  Regulation  654. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 


found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further 
reports  the  demand  for  lemons  has  im¬ 
proved  somewhat,  except  for  the  smaller 
sizes,  which  continue  to  ease,  but  overall 
demand  is  expected  to  ease  as  the  week 
progresses.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was  $7.12 
per  carton  the  week  ended  August  24, 
1974,  compared  to  $7.23  per  carton  the 
previous  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies 
at  182  cars  were  up  42  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  committee,  and  other  available 
information,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  lemons  and 
the  need  for  regulation;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 


mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  regulation  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  August  27,  1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1974,  through  Sept.  7,  1974,  is 
hereby  fixed  at  200,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton(s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  August 28, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-20329  Filed  8-29-74; 8; 29  am) 


CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ACCOUNT  SERVICING 

[FmHA  Instruction  451.5] 

PART  1861— ROUTINE 

Subpart  F — Servicing  of  Community 
Program  Loans  and  Grants 

Loan  Reamortization 

Section  1861.82(f)  of  Subpart  F  of  Part 
1861,  Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(37  FR  15502)  is  amended  to  clarify  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration’s  regula¬ 
tion  regarding  the  reamortization  of 
loans  which  have  been  made  to  public 
bodies.  Since  the  changes  are  minor  in 
nature  and  no  substantive  change  in  the 
regulation  is  effected,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

Section  1861.82(f)  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (f)  (3)  (ii)  and  adding 
paragraph  (f)  (5)  as  follows; 

§  1861.82  Loan  servicing. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(f)  *  *  * 

***** 

(3)  *  *  • 

(ii)  Public  body  borrowers  may  affect 
reamortization  by  procedures  which  in 
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the  opinion  of  their  counsel  and  OGC  is 
legally  permissible  under  State  law  and 
acceptable  to  the  State  Director.  Such 
procedures  may  include: 

(a)  An  agreement  whereby  the  bor¬ 
rower  will  agree  to  repay  the  delinquency 
plus  interest  at  the  original  note  rate 
over  a  determined  number  of  years.  This 
type  of  agreement  would,  after  execution, 
be  retained  by  the  Finance  Office,  and 
the  borrower  would  be  required  to  pay 
this  amount  plus  its  regular  scheduled 
installment  on  the  original  loan. 

(b)  Other  methods  which  are  legally 
acceptable. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(5)  Sections  1823.41  through  1823.48 
of  this  chapter  would  not  apply  to  the 
new  bonds. 

*  •  •  •  • 

((7  Dfl.C.  1989):  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Sec.  of  Agrl.,  7  CFR  2.23:  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Asst.  Sec.  for  Rural  Devel¬ 
opment,  7  CFR  2.70) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  August  30, 1974. 

Dated :  August  14, 1974. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.74-20121  Filed  8-29-74:8:46  am] 

Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  D — EXPORTATION  AND  IMPOR¬ 
TATION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  97— OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 
Correction 

In  the  correction  which  appeared  on 
page  30033  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
August  20,  1974,  correcting  FR  Doc.  74- 
18700  which  appeared  on  page  29172  of 
the  issue  for  Wednesday,  August  14, 1974, 
the  phrase  in  quotations  should  read 
“cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.” 

PART  97— OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
establish  commuted  traveltime  pe¬ 
riods  as  nearly  as  may  be  practicable  to 
cover  the  time  necessarily  spent  in  re¬ 
porting  to  and  returning  from  the  place 
at  which  an  employee  of  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices  performs  overtime  or  holiday  duty 
when  such  travel  is  performed  solely  on 
account  of  overtime  or  holiday  duty. 
Such  establishment  depends  upon  facts 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Deputy  Administra¬ 


tor,  Veterinary  Services,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service  by 
S  97.1  of  the  regulations  concerning  over¬ 
time  services  relating  to  imports  and  ex¬ 
ports  (9  CFR  97.1),  administrative  in¬ 
structions  9  CFR  97.2  (1974  ed.),  as 
amended  January  4,  1974  (39  FR  999) 
January  18,  1974  (39  FR  2265),  March 
18.  1974  (39  FR  10115),  April  4,  1974  (39 
FR  12252),  June  5,  1974  (39  FR  19940), 
June  25,  1974  (39  FR  22942),  and  August 
14,  1974  (39  FR  29172)  prescribing  the 
commuted  traveltime  that  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  each  period  of  overtime  or  holi¬ 
day  duty,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
to  or  deleting  from  the  respective  lists 
therein  as  follows: 

Outside  Metropolitan  Area 
three  hours 

Add:  Moses  Lake,  Washington  (served 
from  Wenatchee,  Washington). 

FOUR  HOURS 

Add:  Moses  Lake,  Washington  (served 
from  Spokane  and  Yakima,  Washing¬ 
ton). 

(64  Stat.  581;  7  U.S.C.  2260.) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  August  30, 
1974. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
this  instruction  be  made  effective  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date.  It  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make  addi¬ 
tional  relevant  information  available  to 
the  Department. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  on  this  instruction 
are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  August  1974. 

J.  M.  Hejl, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Veter¬ 
inary  Services,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice. 

|FR  Doc.74-20164  Filed  8-29-74;  8: 46  am] 

Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

PART  212— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
PRICE  REGULATIONS 

Immediately  Effective  Amendments  to  the 
Supplier/ Purchaser  Relationship  Rule 
and  the  Price  Rules  for  Producers  of 
Crude  Petroleum 

The  principal  purpose  of  these  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Supplier  /Purchaser  Rela¬ 
tionship  Rule  (§211.63)  and  the  Price 
Rules  (§§212.72  and  212.74)  for  pro¬ 
ducers  of  crude  petroleum  is  to  lay  the 


foundation  for  the  possible  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  program  to  allocate  old  oil, 
which  is  being  proposed  today  in  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking.  These  amend¬ 
ments  revise  the  “special  release  rule” 
of  §  212.74(b)  to  conform  with  industry 
practice  by  segregating  “old”  oil  from 
“released”  oil.  A  corresponding  change 
in  the  Supplier/Purchaser  rule  of 
§  211.63  to  limit  the  bona  fide  offer  pro¬ 
visions  to  new  and  released  oil  will  elimi¬ 
nate  the  possibility  of  unrealistically 
high  bids  with  respect  to  new  and  re¬ 
leased  crude  oil,  which  have  been  a  prob¬ 
lem  under  the  released  crude  oil  price 
formula  of  §  212.74(b). 

The  current  released  crude  oil  price 
formula,  §  212.74(b),  operates  in  such  a 
manner  that  when  a  producer  has  a 
volume  of  new  crude  petroleum  which 
may  be  sold  without  respect  to  the  ceil¬ 
ing  price,  pursuant  to  §  212.74(a),  the 
entire  base  production  control  level  crude 
petroleum  for  that  month  may  then  be 
sold  at  a  price  which  exceeds  the  ceiling 
price,  as  determined  pursuant  to  the 
formula  of  §  212.74(b).  Since  the  old  oil 
allocation  proposal  will  involve  the  need 
to  determine  volumes  of  “old”  oil,  as 
distinct  from  “new”  and  “released”  oil, 
the  use  of  a  formula  for  determining  a 
price  for  all  base  production  control  level 
oil,  which  includes  volumes  of  “released” 
oil,  is  no  longer  appropriate.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  price  formula  of  §  212.74(b)  is 
being  deleted  and  “released”  oil  is  being 
defined  in  §  212.72  as  that  part  of  base 
production  control  level  oil,  equal  to  the 
quantity  of  “new”  oil,  which  is  released 
from  the  operation  of  the  ceiling  price 
rule  by  virtue  of  the  production  of  “new” 
oil. 

The  FEA  is  aware  that  there  has  been 
some  confusion  in  the  industry  as  to  the 
proper  definition  of  released  crude  oil. 
Frequently  an  amount  of  oil  equal  to  the 
amount  of  new  oil  has  been  regarded  as 
“released”  crude  oil,  rather  than  the 
entire  volume  of  base  production  control 
level  crude  oil  which  is  priced  under  the 
released  crude  oil  price  formula  of 
§  212.74(b),  if  any  “new”  oil  is  produced. 
Accordingly,  these  amendments  simplify 
tne  regulations  and  conform  them  to 
what  appears  to  have  been  common  un¬ 
derstanding  in  the  industry.  It  should  be 
pointed  out,  however,  that  whether  re¬ 
leased  oil  equivalent  to  new  oil  is  priced 
at  the  free  market  price,  with  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  oil  priced  at  the  ceiling 
price,  or  whether  the  formula  of  §  212.74 
(b)  is  used,  the  same  net  return  for  the 
same  volumes  of  oil  is  achieved.  Also, 
although  the  term  is  frequently  used, 
there  has  not  previously  been  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  “old”  crude  petroleum,  which  is 
being  added  by  this  amendment.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  these  changes,  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “new”  crude  petroleum  is  being 
revised  to  make  clear  that  it  is  the  net 
amount  of  new  crude  petroleum  which 
can  be  sold  at  the  free  market  price, 
after  deficiencies  in  base  production  con¬ 
trol  level  crude  petroleum  from  prior 
months  have  been  made  up.  Thus,  these 
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amendments,  which  segregate  “old"  oil 
from  “released,"  oil,  so  that  it  can  be 
accurately  reported  without  confusion 
as  to  what  is  meant  by  these  terms,  do 
not  substantively  alter  the  crude  oil 
pricing  regulations. 

The  FEA  has  concluded  that  in  order 
for  an  allocation  program  for  old  oil  to 
be  effectuated,  the  supplier/purchaser 
relationships  should  be  maintained  to 
the  maximum  extent  practicable  with 
respect  to  such  oil.  Accordingly,  §  211.63 
is  being  modified  so  that  supplier/pur- 
chaser  relationships  may  be  altered  by 
virtue  of  bona  fide  offers  for  a  higher 
lawful  price  only  with  respect  to  “new 
crude  petroleum"  and  “released  crude 
petroleum,"  as  defined  in  the  amended 
regulations.  This  modification  will  insure 
that  old  domestic  crude  petroleum  will  be 
more  easily  traced.  Also  in  this  regard, 
the  current  certification  requirement 
with  respect  to  sales  of  domestic  crude 
petroleum  is  being  modified  and  placed 
in  Subpart  I  of  Part  212,  so  that  all  sellers 
of  domestic  crude  petroleum  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  certify  the  amounts  of  old  oil 
included  in  each  sale  other  than  alloca¬ 
tion  sales. 

At  the  same  time,  this  amendment  will 
eliminate  problems  of  unrealistically  high 
bids  for  new  crude  petroleum  and  for 
crude  petroleum  priced  under  the  for¬ 
mula  of  8  212.74(b),  of  the  type  which 
FEA  Ruling  1974-11  was  intended  to  deal 
with.  The  incentive  for  such  bids  to  be 
unrealistically  high  resulted  from  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  obtain  the  entire  production 
of  a  property,  including  its  entire  base 
production  control  level  oil  priced  Under 
the  formula  of  §  212.74(b) ,  at  an  average 
price  which  was  less  than  the  free  market 
price.  To  the  extent  that  the  free  market 
price  used  in  the  price  formula  actually 
represented  a  price  higher  than  that 
which  would  be  paid  for  new  oil  in  the 
absence  of  any  associated  “old”  oil,  use 
of  the  §  212.74(b)  price  formula  repre¬ 
sented  payment  for  “old”  oil  at  prices 
in  excess  of  the  ceiling  price. 

Although  these  amendments  to  the 
domestic  crude  oil  price  regulations  and 
supplier  /purchaser  relationship  regula¬ 
tions  are  being  made  in  conjunction  with 
the  proposal  to  allocate  old  oil  among 
refiners,  the  FEA  wishes  to  make  clear 
that  these  revisions  may  be  maintained 
independently  of  any  old  oil  allocation 
program,  for  the  reasons  outlined  above. 
Parties  wishing  to  comment  on  these 
changes  should  take  this  fact  into 
account. 

The  FEA  has  concluded  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  S  7(i)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974 
(P.L.  93-275),  which  provide  for  notice 
and  opportunity  to  comment  in  advance 
of  a  proposed  rule,  regulation,  or  order, 
are  appropriately  waived  in  view  of  a 
finding  that  strict  compliance  would 
cause  serious  harm  to  the  public  welfare. 
Given  the  limitations  Imposed  by  this 
amendment  to  the  regulations,  in  that 
bona  fide  offers  under  8  212.63  may  here¬ 
after  only  be  for  new  and  released  crude, 
the  FEA  believes  it  would  be  disruptive 


of  orderely  market  conditions  and  in¬ 
jurious  to  the  allocation  program  to  al¬ 
low  a  period  in  which  bids  would  still  be 
allowed  under  the  prior  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions.  For,  if  permitted,  such  a  period 
would  involve  considerable  activity  as 
prospective  purchasers  sought  to  make 
bids  on  total  property  production,  in¬ 
cluding  “old”  oil,  thus  defeating  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposed  regulatory  change. 
This  injury  to  the  allocation  program, 
and  as  a  result  to  the  public  welfare,  may 
be  avoided  only  by  the  immediate  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  this  amendment.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  amendments  to  the  supplier/ 
purchaser  regulation  are  being  made  ef¬ 
fective  today,  and  notice  of  any  offers 
for  domestic  crude  petroleum  subject  to 
8  211.63,  other  than  those  limited  to  new 
crude  petroleum  and  released  crude  pe¬ 
troleum,  must  have  been  received  by  the 
present  purchaser  prior  to  today’s  date 
in  order  for  the  purchaser  to  be  required 
to  consider  whether  to  meet  such  offers. 
Effective  today,  notice  of  bona  fide  offers 
to  present  purchasers  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  8  211.63(a)  (3)  may  only  be  for 
new  and  released  crude  oil,  and  may  not 
be  conditioned  upon  the  sale  by  a  pro¬ 
ducer  of  its  old  crude  petroleum  to  the 
bidder  for  the  new  and  released  crude 
petroleum. 

In  view  of  the  fact  the  changes  with 
respect  to  the  definition  of  “old,”  “re¬ 
leased”  and  “new”  oil  are  a  necessary 
prerequisite  to  the  implementation  of  the 
supplier/purchaser  amendment,  it  is 
essential  that  these  changes  in  defini¬ 
tion  be  made  effective  immediately.  FEA 
notes  that  the  changes  to  8  212.74  are 
fundamentally  clarifications  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  regulations  and  do  not  result  in  a 
substantive  change  in  their  application. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  No¬ 
tice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  for  his  comments  concerning 
the  impact  of  this  proposal  on  the 
quality  of  the  environment.  The  Admin¬ 
istrator  had  no  comments  to  offer  in  this 
regard. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  the  amendments  to  the 
regulations  in  conjunction  with  com¬ 
ments  submitted  regarding  the  old  oil 
allocation  rulemaking  proceeding  which 
is  also  being  issued  today. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973;  Pub.  L.  93-169,  87  Btat.  627;  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-276,  88  Stat.  96;  E.O.  11790,  39  FR  23186) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  211  and  212  of  Chapter  n.  Title  10 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below,  effective 
immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1974. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel, 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Section  212.72  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 


§  212.72  Definitions. 

“Base  production  control  level  crude 
petroleum”  for  a  particular  month  for  a 
particular  property  means: 

(1)  If  crude  petroleum  was  produced 
and  sold  from  that  property  in  every 
month  of  1972,  the  total  number  of  bar¬ 
rels  of  domestic  crude  petroleum  pro¬ 
duced  and  sold  from  that  property  in  the 
same  month  of  1972; 

(2)  If  domestic  crude  petroleum  was 
not  produced  and  sold  from  that  property 
in  every  month  of  1972,  the  total  number 
of  barrels  of  domestic  crude  petroleum 
produced  and  sold  from  that  property  in 
1972  divided  by  12. 

“New  crude  petroleum”  means,  with 
respect  to  a  specific  property,  the  total 
number  of  barrels  of  domestic  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  produced  and  sold  in  a  specific 
month,  less  (1)  the  base  production  con¬ 
trol  level  for  that  month,  and  less  (2) 
the  current  cumulative  deficiency  in  base 
production  control  level  crude  petroleum. 
The  current  cumulative  deficiency  in 
base  production  control  level  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  is  the  total  number  of  barrels  by 
which  production  and  sale  of  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  has  been  less  than  the  base 
production  control  level,  for  all  months 
in  which  production  and  sale  of  crude 
petroleum  has  been  less  than  the  base 
production  control  level  subsequent  to 
the  first  month  in  which  new  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  was  produced  and  sold,  minus 
the  total  number  of  barrels, of  domestic 
crude  petroleum  produced  and  sold  in 
each  prior  month  which  was  in  excess  of 
the  base  production  control  level  for  that 
month,  but  which  was  not  classified  as 
mew  crude  petroleum  because  of  this  re¬ 
quirement  to  reduce  the  amount  of  new 
crude  petroleum  in  each  month  by  the 
amount  of  the  current  cumulative  defi¬ 
ciency  in  base  production  control  level 
crude  petroleum. 

“Old  crude  petroleum”  means  the  total 
number  of  barrels  of  crude  petroleum 
produced  and  sold  from  a  property  in  a 
specific  month,  less  the  total  number  of 
barrels  of  new  crude  petroleum  for  that 
property  in  that  month,  and  less  the 
total  number  of  barrels  of  released  crude 
petroleum  for  that  property  in  that 
month. 

“Property”  is  the  right  which  arises 
from  a  lease  or  from  a  fee  Interest  to 
produce  domestic  crude  petroleum. 

“Released  crude  petroleum”  means 
that  part  of  the  base  production  control 
level  crude  petroleum  for  a  property  in 
a  particular  month  which  is  equal  to 
the  total  number  of  barrels  of  new  crude 
petroleum  produced  and  sold  from  that 
property  in  a  specific  month.  The  amount 
of  released  crude  petroleum  for  a  prop¬ 
erty  in  a  particular  month  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  amount  of  the  base  production 
control  level  crude  petroleum  for  that 
property  in  that  month. 

“Stripper  well  crude  petroleum”  means 
crude  petroleum  produced  from  a  strip¬ 
per  well  lease,  as  defined  in  Part  210  of 
this  chapter. 

2.  Section  212.74  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 
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§  212.74  New  and  released  crude  petro¬ 
leum. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
§  212.73(a),  a  producer  of  crude  petro¬ 
leum  may  sell  in  each  month,  without 
respect  to  the  celling  price,  the  new  crude 
petroleum  and  the  released  crude  petro¬ 
leum  produced  and  sold  from  a  property 
in  that  month.  \ 

3.  Section  211.63  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  211.63  •  Supplier/purchaser  relation¬ 
ships. 

(a)  All  supplier/purchaser  relation¬ 
ships  in  effect  under  contracts  for  sales, 
purchases,  and  exchanges  of  domestic 
crude  oil  on  December  1,  1973,  shall  re¬ 
main  in  effect  for  the  duration  of  this 
program,  except  purchases  and  sales 
made  to  comply  with  this  program: 
Provided,  however.  That  (1)  any  such 
supplier/purchaser  relationship  may  be 
terminated  by  the  mutual  consent  of 
both  parties:  (2)  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  do  not  apply  to  the  first  sale 
of  crude  oil  pursuant  to  §  210.32  of  this 
chapter:  and  (3)  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  the  seller 
of  any  new  crude  petroleum  or  released 
crude  petroleum,  as  defined  in  Part  212, 
if  the  present  purchaser  of  such  crude 
petroleum  refuses,  after  notice  by  the 
seller,  to  meet  any  bona  fide  offer  made 
by  another  purchaser  to  buy  such  crude 
petroleum  at  a  lawful  price  above  the 
price  paid  by  the  present  purchaser. 

(b)  New  crude  petroleum  and  released 
crude  petroleum  produced  and  sold  from 
a  property  from  which  new  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  and  released  crude  petroleum 
were  not  produced  and  sold  in  December, 
1973,  may  be  sold  in  a  first  sale  to  any 
person.  Once  a  first  sale  of  new  crude 
petroleum  from  a  property  is  made,  the 
seller  of  such  new  crude  petroleum  and 
released  crude  petroleum  and  released 
crude  petroleum  shall  continue  to  sell  to 
that  purchaser  as  though  a  December  1, 
1973  supplier/purchaser  relationship 
were  established  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and 
(3)  of  this  section. 

4.  A  new  S  212.131  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.131  Certification  of  domc-tic. 
crude  petroleum  sales. 

Each  producer  and  each  seller  of  do¬ 
mestic  crude  petroleum  shall,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  sale  of  domestic  crude 
petroleum  other  than  an  allocation  sale 
pursuant  to  Subpart  C  of  Part  211,  cer¬ 
tify  in  writing  to  the  purchaser:  (a)  The 
ceiling  price  of  that  domestic  crude  pe¬ 
troleum  (in  a  first  sale) ,  (b)  the  amount 
of  stripper  well  crude  petroleum,  (c)  the 
amount  of  new  crude  petroleum,  (d)  the 
amount  of  released  crude  petroleum,  and 
(e)  the  amount  of  old  crude  petroleum. 
The  certification  shall  also  contain  a 
statement  that  the  price  charged  for  the 
domestic  crude  petroleum  is  no  greater 
than  permitted  pursuant  to  this  part. 
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Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

l No.  74-812] 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  to  Chapter; 
Nomenclature  Change 

August  21,  1974. 

The  General  Services  Administration 
has  redesignated  the  official  address  of 
the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board’s 
present  office  building  as  320  First  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20552.  As  a  result, 
the  Board  hereby  amends  each  provision 
of  Chapter  V  of  Title  12  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (12  CFR  Chapter 
V)  where  the  address  101  Indiana 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20552 
appears  to  provide  that  the  address  of 
the  Board  and  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Insurance  Corporation  is  320  First 
Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20552.  The 
address  of  the  headquarters  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Mortgage  Corporation 
continues  to  be  311  First  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20001. 

Since  the  above  amendment  relates  to 
rules  of  Board  organization,  procedure, 
or  practice,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  are  unneces¬ 
sary  under  the  provisions  of  12  CFR 
508.11  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b);  and  the 
Board  also  finds,  for  the  same  reason, 
that  publication  for  the  30-day  period 
specified  in  12  CFR  508.14  and  5  U.S.C. 
553(d)  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  said 
amendment  is  unnecessary;  and  the 
Board  hereby  provides  that  said  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  August  30, 
1974. 

(Sec.  17,  47  Stat.  736,  as  amended,  12  U.S.C. 
1437;  sec.  6,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1464) ;  sec.  8,  48  Stat.  134,  as  added  by 
sec.  913,  84  Stat.  1815  (12  U.S.C.  1466a);  sec. 
402,  48  Stat.  1256,  as  amended,  sec.  408,  48 
Stat.  1261.  as  added  by  73  Stat.  691,  as 
amended  (12  OS.C.  1725,  1730a);  Reorg.  Plan 
No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981,  3  CFR,  1943-48 
Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 

Board. 

[seal  ]  A  Catherine  Poore, 

Assistant  Secretary . 
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SUBCHAPTER  C— FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

[No.  74-8691 

PART  545 — OPERATIONS 

Amendment  of  Federal  Association  Lending 
Limitations 

August  26, 1974. 

The  following  summary  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  by  this  Resolution  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  reader’s  convenience  and 
is  subject  to  the  full  explanation  in  the 
following  preamble  and  to  specific  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  regulations.  By  this  Resolu¬ 
tion  the  Board  made  the  following 
changes: 

1.  Increased  from  $45,000  to  $55,000 
the  amount  that  Federal  savings  and  loan 
associations  may  lend  on  single-family- 


dwellings  without  percentage-of-assets 
restrictions.  (The  amount  was  Increased 
from  $45,000  to  $82,500  for  dwellings  in 
Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii.) 

2.  Increased  from  $36,000  to  $40,000 
the  amount  that  Federal  associations 
may  lend  on  90  to  95  percent  loan-to- 
value  ratio  single-family-dwelling  loans. 
(The  amount  was  Increased  from  $36,000 
to  $50,000  for  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam 
and  Hawaii.) 

3.  Increased  from  $45,000  to  $55,000 
the  amount  that  Federal  associations 
may  lend  for  80  to  90  percent  loan-to- 
value  ratio  single-family-dwelling  loans. 
(The  amount  was  Increased  from  $45,000 
to  $68,750  for  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam 
and  Hawaii.) 

4.  Increased  from  $5,000  to  $10,000  the 
amount  that  Federal  associations  may 
lend  on  home  improvement  and  equip¬ 
ping  loans. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
considers  it  desirable  to  amend  §S  545.6- 
1,  545.6-5,  545.6-7,  545.8  and  555.4  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  System,  and  the  first 
paragraph  of  an  Explanatory  Statement 
related  to  said  §  545.8  (12  CFR  545.6-1, 
545.6-5,  545.6-7,  545.8  and  555.4) ,  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  dollar  amount 
limitations  on  loans  made  by  Federal 
savings  and  loan  associations  pursuant 
to  sections  703  and  705  of  the  Consumer 
Home  Mortgage  Assistance  Act  of  1974 
(P.  L.  93-383;  approved  August  22, 1974) . 

Pursuant  to  section  703  of  Pi.  93-383, 
a  number  of  changes  are  effected  with 
regard  to  the  dollar  amounts  of  loans 
on  the  security  of  single-family  dwell¬ 
ings  which  may  be  made  without  percent¬ 
age-of-assets  restrictions.  In  brief,  the 
dollar  amount  of  $45,000  is  changed  to 
$55,000  each  place  where  it  appears  in 
5  545.6-7.  Section  545.6-7(a)  (1)  (ii)  is 
amended  to  increase  from  $45,000  to 
$55,000  the  amount  that  Federal  asso¬ 
ciations  may  lend  on  single-family  dwell¬ 
ings  located  within  their  regular  lending 
area  with  loan-to-value  ratios  of  not 
more  than  80  percent,  without  subject¬ 
ing  such  loans  to  percentage-of -asset 
restrictions.  Section  545.6-7(a)  (3)  (1)  is 
amended  to  increase  from  $45,000  to 
$55,000  the  amount  of  an  insured  loan 
on  a  single-family  dwelling  which  a  Fed¬ 
eral  association  may  purchase  without 
being  subject  to  percentage-of -asset  re¬ 
strictions.  Sections  545.6-7(c)  (1)  (ii)  (o) 
and  (3)  (ii)  (a)  are  amended  to  increase 
from  $45,000  to  $55,000  the  amount 
which  a  loan  on  the  security  of  a  single - 
family  dwelling  located  within  the  regu¬ 
lar  lending  area  must  exceed  before  it 
must  be  placed  in  the  general  20-percent- 
-  of-assets  category  or  the  participation 
20-percent-of-assets  category,  respec¬ 
tively.  Section  545.6-7  is  further  amended 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (g),  which 
increases  the  loan  limits  stated  in 
§5  545.6-7 (a)  (1)  (ii),  (a)(3)(i),  (c)(1) 
(ii)  (,a)  and  (c)  (3)  (ii)  (a)  to  $82,500  with 
respect  to  single-family  dwellings  in 
Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii. 

In  addition,  5  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  is  amended 
to  increase  from  $45,000  to  $55,000  the 
amount  that  Federal  associations  may 
lend  on  the  security  of  single-family 
dwellings  where  the  loan-to-value  ratio 
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is  more  than  80  percent  and  not  more 
than  go  percent,  and  S  545.6-1  (a)  (5)  is 
amended  to  increase  from  $36,000  to  $40,- 
000  the  amount  that  such  associations 
may  lend  on  the  security  of  single-family 
dwellings  where  the  loan-to-value  ratio 
is  more  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  95  percent.  Hie  amendments  fur¬ 
ther  provide  for  increases  from  $45,000 
to  $68,750  for  80-to-90  percent  loans, 
and  from  $36,000  to  $50,000  for  90-to-95 
percent  loans,  with  respect  to  single¬ 
family  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam  and 
Hawaii.  In  conformity  with  these 
changes,  Board  Ruling  5  555.4,  which 
provides  that  a  loan  may  not  be  made 
under  S  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  for  an  amount  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  by  securing  the 
excess  with  a  savings  account  as  col¬ 
lateral,  is  amended  by  increasing  $31,- 
500  to  $55,000,  and  $68,750  with  respect 
to  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam  and 
Hawaii,  in  the  second  and  third  sen¬ 
tences. 

Section  545.6-5 (a),  which  provides  for 
purchases  of  loans  by  Federal  associa¬ 
tions,  is  amended  to  increase  from  $45,- 
000  to  $55,000,  and  to  $82,500  with  respect 
to  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam  and  Ha¬ 
waii,  the  amount  of  an  insured  single¬ 
family  dwelling  loan  which  may  be 
purchased  by  a  Federal  savings  and  loan 
association,  where  the  security  property 
is  located  outside  of  the  State  in  which 
the  association’s  home  office  is  located. 

Pursuant  to  section  705  of  P.L.  93-383, 
§§  545.8(e)  (1)  (i)  and  (il)  are  amended 
to  increase  from  $5,000  to  $10,000  the 
amounts  which  Federal  associations  may 
lend  on  property  alteration;  repair,  im¬ 
provement,  and  equipping  loans.  The 
first  paragraph  of  the  Explanatory  State¬ 
ment  previously  published  in  conjunction 
with  §  545.8  (37  FR  17024)  and  revised 
by  Board  Resolution  No.  72-975,  dated 
August  18,  1972,  and  Board  Resolution 
No.  73-1083,  dated  August  2.  1973,  is  also 
amended  by  changing  to  “$10,000”  the* 
two  references  to  “$5,000’*  therein. 

Since  the  above  amendments  relieve 
restriction,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  with  respect 
to  said  amendments  are  unnecessary 
under  the  provisions  of  12  CFR  508.11  and 
5  U.S.C.  553(b).  Accordingly,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  hereby 
amends  Part  545  by  revising  SS  545.6-1 
(a)  (4)  (ii)  and  (a)(5)(i>,  545.6-5(a), 
545.6-7(a)  (1)  (ii),  (a)(3)(i),  (c)(1)(h) 
(a),  and  (c)  (3)  (ii)  (a>,  545.8(a)  (1)  (i) 
and  (ii)  and  the  Explanatory  Statement 
thereto,  and  §  555.4,  and  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (g)  to  545.6-7,  to  read  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  August  30,  1974. 

§  543.6—1  Lending  powers  under  sec¬ 
tions  1 3  and  14  of  Charter  K. 


(a)  *  *  * 

(4)  •  •  • 

(ii)  The  amount  of  the  loan  does  not 
exceed  the  lesser  of:  (o)  $55,000,  or 
$68,750  with  respect  to  single-family 
dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii, 
(b)  90  percent  of  the  value  of  the  real 


estate  securing  the  loan  or  (c)  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  purchase  price  of  such  secu¬ 
rity  property; 


(5)  *  *  * 

(i)  The  amount  of  the  loan  does  not 
exceed  the  lesser  of  (a)  $40,000,  or 
$50,000  with  respect  to  single-family 
dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii, 
(b)  95  percent  of  the  value  of  the  real 
estate  securing  the  loan,  or  (c)  95  per¬ 
cent  of  the  purchase  price  of  such  secu¬ 
rity  property; 


§  545.6—5  Purchase  of  loans. 

(a)  General  provisions.  A  Federal 
association  may  purchase  any  loan  that 
it  may  make,  unless  expressly  prohibited 
by  other  provisions  of  this  part,  and 
may  also  purchase  any  insured  loan  se¬ 
cured  by  a  home  or  combination  of  home 
and  business  property  located  outside  of 
the  State  (including  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  possessions  of  the  United 
States)  in  which  such  association’s  home 
office  is  located  at  an  investment  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  the  sum  of  (1)  $55,000  for  each 
single-family  dwelling,  or  $82,500  with 
respect  to  each  such  dwelling  in  Alaska, 
Guam  or  Hawaii,  (2)  an  amount  per 
dwelling  unit  within  the  limits  set  forth 
in  section  207(c)(3)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  with  such  increases  therein 
as  may  be  made  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner  in  ac¬ 
cordance  therewith,  and  (3)  the  percent¬ 
age  of  value  acceptable  to  the  insuring 
agency  of  such  part  of  the  property  as  is 
not  attributable  to  dwelling  use.  No  loan 
may  be  purchased  by  a  Federal  associa¬ 
tion  from  an  affiliated  institution  with¬ 
out  the  prior  approval  of  the  Board,  or 
from  a  director,  officer  or  employee  of 
such  association,  or  from  any  person  or 
firm  regularly  serving  such  association 
in  the  capacity  of  attorney-at-law.  If  a 
Federal  association  increases  its  savings 
accounts  as  a  part  of  the  purchase  of  any 
loan,  it  shall  obtain  such  approval  as  is 
required  by  the  rules  and  regulations  for 
insurance  of  accounts. 


§  545.6—7  Percentage  limitations  on  real 
estate  loan  investments. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  •  * 

(ii)  in  excess  of  $55,000  for  any  single¬ 
family  dwelling: 


(3)  An  insured  loan  which  is  pur¬ 
chased  (without  regard  to  the  location  of 
the  security  property)  and  which  does 
not  exceed  (i)  $55,000  on  the  security  of 
a  single-family  dwelling,  or  (ii)  the 
amount  prescribed  in  or  under  section 
207(c)(3)  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
for  any  dwelling  unit  !i  any  home  or 
combination  of  home  and  business  prop¬ 
erty  which  is  not  a  single-family 
dwelling: 


(c>  *  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(ii)  •  •  • 

(o)  such  loan  exceeds  $55,000,  or  > 

»  *  »  •  • 

(3)  *  *  • 

(ii)  *  *  * 

(a)  such  loan  exceeds  $55,000,  or 

*  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Exception  for  Alaska.  Guam,  and 
Hawaii.  The  loan  amount  limit  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(1)  (II) ,  (a)  (3)  (i),  (c)(1)  (ii) 
(a)  and  (c)  (3)  (ii)  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  be  $82,500  with  respect  to  single¬ 
family  dwellings  in  Alaska,  Guam,  and 
Hawaii. 

§  545.8  Loans  without  requirement  of 

security. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  • 

(i)  With  respect  to  the  same  property 
alteration,  repair,  or  improvement,  the 
net  proceeds  of  any  such  loan  investment 
made  pursuant  to  this  subparagraph  (1) 
do  not  exceed  $10,000 ; 

(ii)  With  respect  to  any  such  loan 
investment  for  the  equipping  of  any 
residential  real  property,  the  net  proceeds 
of  the  loan  investment  plus  the  aggregate 
of  the  unpaid  net  proceeds  of  all  other 
of  the  association’s  outstanding  equip¬ 
ping  loan  investments  relating  to  the 
same  property,  which  are  made  pursuant 
to  this  subparagraph  (1),  do  not  exceed 
$10,000; 

*  «  •  *  * 

Explanatory  Statement  With  Respect  to 
Regulatory  Provision  Relating  to  Loans 
for  Home  Equipping  and  Modernization 

Paragraph  (a)(1)  of  §545.8  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  is  designed  in  part  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  authority  granted  to  the  Board  by 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Public  Law  90-448,  approved  August  1, 
1968),  to  authorize,  In  addition  to  property 
repair,  alteration,  and  Improvement  loans 
previously  provided  for  in  the  Regulation. 
Federal  savings  and  loan  associations  to 
make  loans  for  home  equipping,  whether  or 
not  such  loans  are  secured  by  a  Uen  on  such 
equipment  or  such  home.  This  subparagraph 
provides,  in  part,  as  follows:  the  total  amount 
of  outstanding  equipping  loans  on  the  same 
real  property  may  not  exceed  $10,000,  and 
separate  loans  of  up  to  $10,000  each  may  be 
outstanding  for  different  repairs,  alterations, 
or  improvements  on  such  property;  loans 
made  pursuant  to  this  provision  shaU  be  re¬ 
payable  in  regular  installments  within  a 
period  of  16  years  and  32  days;  the  home  to 
be  equipped  must  be  within  the  lender's 
regular  lending  area;  and  the  aggregate 
amount  of  an  association’s  Investments  in  all 
such  equipping  loans  shall  not  exceed  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  lending  association's  assets  and 
shall  be  included  in  the  loans  subject  to  the 
overall  20-percent-of  assets  limitation  for  all 
loans  made  under  §  545.8. 

*  *  *  *  * 

§  555.4  Real  estate  loans. 

(a)  Security  for ;  shares  pledged  for 
excess  over  90  percent  loaned,  under 
§  545.6-1  (a)  (4).  A  loan  may  not  be  made 
under  §  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  of  this  subchap¬ 
ter  for  an  amount  in  excess  of  the  m&xi- 


No.  170— Pt.  I- 


FEDEIAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  176— FRIDAY,  AUGUST  30,  1974 


31626 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


mum  therein  provided,  with  such  excess 
secured  by  the  pledge  of  a  savings  ac¬ 
count  as  collateral.  The  maximum 
amount  of  the  principal  obligation  of  a 
loan  made  pursuant  to  that  section  is 
limited  to  (1)  $55,000,  or  $68,750  .with 
respect  to  single-family  dwellings  in 
Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii,  or  (2)  90 
percent  of  the  value  of  the  real  estate  or, 
if  the  loan  is  made  to  finance  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  real  estate,  90  percent  of 
such  purchase  price,  whichever  is  lower. 
In  other  words,  the  amount  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  obligation  of  a  loan  under  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  determined  only  by  a  formula 
which  is  strictly  related  to  either  the 
purchase  price  or  the  value  of  the  prop¬ 
erty,  with  a  ceiling  of  $55,000,  or  $68,750 
with  respect  to  single-family  dwellings  in 
Alaska,  Guam  and  Hawaii. 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  FR  4981. 
3  CFR,  1943-48  Comp.,  p.  1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

Tseal]  A.  Catherine  Poore. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.74-20158  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  ami 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

l  Airworthiness  Docket  No.  74-WE-36-AD; 

Arndt.  39-1949] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

AiResearch  TFE731-2-1C  and 
TFE731— 2— 2B  Engines 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) , 
an  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
August  7,  1974,  and  made  effective  im¬ 
mediately  by  telegram  dated  August  7, 
1974,  to  all  known  United  States  opera¬ 
tors  of  aircraft  incorporating  AiResearch 
Model  TFE731-2-1C  and  TFE731-2-2B 
engines.  The  airworthiness  directive  re¬ 
quires,  before  further  flight,  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  two  transistors  within  the  engine 
fuel  control  computer.  Equivalent  proce¬ 
dures  may  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
craft  Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western 
Region. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  good  cause  existed  for  making  the 
airworthiness  directive  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  to  all  known  operators  or  owners  of 
aircraft  incorporating  AiResearch  model 
TFE731-2-1C  and  TFE731-2-2B  engines. 
These  conditions  still  exist  and  the  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  hereby  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it  effective 
as  to  all  persons. 

AiResearch  Manufacturing  Company  of  Ari¬ 
zona.  Applies  to  AiResearch  Model 
TFE731-2-1C  and  TFE731-2-2B  engines 
installed  in,  but  not  limited  to,  the  Lear- 
Gates  Learjet  model  35/36  and  the  AMD 
Falcon  10  aircraft,  certificated  in  all 
categories. 

(A)  Before  further  flight,  unless  pre¬ 
viously  accomplished,  and  prior  to  the  in¬ 


stallation  of  replacement  fuel  control  com¬ 
puters  internally  Inspect  the  fuel  control 
computer,  P/N  949572-B,  In  accordance  with 
AiResearch  campaign  wire  TFE31-A76-8005, 
dated  August  7,  1974,  or  later  FAA-approved 
revisions. 

(B)  Equivalent  procedures  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  upon  sub¬ 
mission  of  adequate  substantiation  data. 

(C)  Aircraft  may  be  flown  to  a  base  for 
performance  of  maintenance  required  by  this 
AD  per  FAR’s  21.197  and  21.199. 

This  amendment  is  effective  September  6, 
1974,  for  all  persons  except  those  to  whom  it 
was  made  effective  immediately  by  telegram 
dated  August  7,  1974. 

(Sections  313(a)  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423)  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
August  23, 1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 

Acting  Director, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.74-20078  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  74-NE-34;  Arndt.  39-1948] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky  S-61L  and  S-61N  Type 

Helicopters  Certified  in  All  Categories 

Amendment  39-1167  (36  FR  4689) ,  AD 
71-6-2,  as  amended  by  Amendment  39- 
1271  (36  FR  16186) ,  established  a  sched¬ 
ule  of  replacement  times  for  components 
on  S-61L  and  S-61N  type  helicopters  cer¬ 
tified  in  all  categories.  After  issuing 
Amendment  39-1271,  due  to  the  accumu¬ 
lation  of  additional  substantiating  data 
and  the  development  of  modifications  to 
improve  the  design  of  the  helicopter,  the 
agency  determined  that  some  compo¬ 
nents  be  added  to  the  list  of  parts  having 
replacement  times  and  that  the  replace¬ 
ment  times  for  some  components  be  re¬ 
vised.  Therefore,  the  AD  is  being  further 
amended  to  establish  a  schedule  of  addi¬ 
tional  and  revised  replacement  times  in 
accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
service  bulletin. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-1167  (36  FR 
4689) ,  AD  71-6-2,  as  amended  by  Amend¬ 
ment  39-1271  (36  FR  16186),  is  further 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  striking  out  the  words  “or  later 
FAA  approved  revisions”  from  paragraph 
(a). 

(2)  By  striking  out  paragraph  (b)  and 
inserting  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  in 
place  thereof  as  follows: 

(b)  The  manufacturer's  service  bulletin 
has  been  changed  to  Include  additional  com¬ 
ponents  as  well  as  revised  replacement  times, 
and  has  been  designated  as  Sikorsky  Service 


Bulletin  No.  61B  General-ID  dated  May  31, 
1974.  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  in  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  amend¬ 
ment,  the  replacement  of  these  additional 
components  and  the  replacement  of  com¬ 
ponents  with  these  revised  replacement  times 
must  be  accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  of  Section  2C  of  Sikorsky  Service 
Bulletin  No.  61B  General-ID  dated  May  31, 
1974. 

(c)  The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made 
a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  6  U.S.C.  552(a) 
(1).  All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  these  docu¬ 
ments  from  the  manufacturer  may  obtain 
copies  upon  request  to  Sikorsky  Aircraft, 
Stratford,  Connecticut  06602.  These  docu¬ 
ments  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA,  New 
England  Region,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803,  and 
at  FAA  Headquarters,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  A  histori¬ 
cal  file  on  this  AD  which  includes  the  incor¬ 
porated  material  in  full  is  maintained  by 
the  FAA  at  its  Headquarters  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  FAA,  New  England  Region, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  12, 1974. 

(Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423]  and  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c) ]) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  August  20, 1974. 

^erris  J.  Fowla:.., 
Director, 

New  England  Region. 

Note:  The  incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  17, 1967  (  39  FR  448,  449) . 

]FR  Doc.74-20077  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SW-33] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Atlanta,  Tex.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

On  July  12,  1974,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (39  FR  25668)  stating 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposed  to  alter  the  Atlanta,  Tex.,  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
November  7,  1974,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

In  §71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  Atlanta. 
Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

Atlanta,  Texas 

That  airspace  extending  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Atlanta  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
33*06  10"  N.,  longitude  94°11'40''  W.)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  237*  bearing 
from  the  NDB  (latitude  33°06'13"  N„  longi- 
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tude  94*11'25"  W.)  extending  from  the  5- 
mii>  radius  area  to  a  point  8  miles  south* 
west  of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058 
(49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  Dfl.C.  1655(c)!.) 


Regulations  is  to  designate  Restricted 
Area  R-2103  Fort  Rucker,  Ala.,  for  joint- 
use.  The  amendments  will  provide  a  con¬ 
trolling  agency  for  R-2103,  delete  the 
exclusion  of  R-2103  from  the  Alabama 
Transition  Area  and  include  R-2103  in 


editorial  changes  which  have  been  made 
in  the  interest  of  clarity,  and  except 
as  specifically  discussed  herein,  these 
amendments  and  the  reasons  therefor 
are  the  same  as  those  proposed  in  the 
Notice. 


Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  20, 1974. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Director, 

Southvtest  Region. 
[FR  Doc.74-20079  Filed  B-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  73-80-62] 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  November  26, 1973,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (38  FR  32496),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
was  considering  an  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
that  would  designate  the  Bainbridge,  Ga., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  7, 1974,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (39  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Bainb&idge,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  Decatur  County  Industrial  Airport 
(latitude  30°58'15"  N.,  longitude  84°38'00" 
W.);  within  3  miles  each  side  of  Bainbridge 
VOR  (latitude  S0°58'30"  N..  longitude 

84°37'10"  W.)  092”  and  352*  radials.  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  6.5-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
east  and  north  of  the  VOR;  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  Commodore  Decatur  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  30°54'65''  N„  longitude  84°36'16''  W.); 
within  a  6.5-mlle  radius  of  Donalsonville  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  31°01'00"  N„  longitude  84°62'- 
30"  W.). 

Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  DS.C.  1348(a) )  and  of  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  US.C.  1666(c) ). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  August  21, 
1974. 


Duane  W.  Freer, 


Acting  Director, 


Southern  Region. 


[FR  Doc.74-20080  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SO-64] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 
The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 


the  Continental  Control  Area. 

These  changes  will  provide  additional 
airspace  for  public  use  when  the  re¬ 
stricted  area  is  not  required  by  the  using 
agency. 

Since  these  amendments  relieve  a  bur¬ 
den  on  the  public  and  are  minor  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary.  Also,  as  it  is 
essential  to  return  the  airspace  to  the 
public  as  soon  as  possible,  good  cause 
exists  for  making  these  amendments 
effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  are  amended,  effective  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1974,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.151  (39  FR  343)  Is  amended  to 
Include  the  following  restricted  area: 
R-2103  Fort  Rucker,  Ala. 

S  71.181  (39  FR  440)  is  amended  as 
follows:  In  Alabama,  “excluding  the  por¬ 
tion  within  R-2101  and  R-2103.”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “excluding  the  portion  with¬ 
in  R-2101.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

S  73.21  (39  FR  648)  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  In  R-2103  Fort  Rucker,  Ala.,  “Con¬ 
trolling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center.”  is 
added  immediately  following  “Time  of 
designation.  Continuous.” 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  section 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
26, 1974. 

Charles  H.  Newpol, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.74-20081  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  12750;  Arndt.  No.  139-7 [ 

PART  139— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  LAND  AIRPORTS  SERVING  CAB- 

CERTIFICATED  AIR  CARRIERS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  139  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  make  a  number  of  miscellane¬ 
ous  changes  or  amendments  to  existing 
provisions  of  Part  139. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  these  amendments  by  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (Notice  73-12)  is¬ 
sued  on  April  17,  1973  (38  FR  9517) ,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
comments  received  in  response  to  the 
Notice.  To  the  extent  that  comments  or 
recommendations  received  were  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  Notice,  they  are  not  dis¬ 
cussed  or  treated  herein.  However,  they 
will  be  considered  as  part  of  FAA’s  con¬ 
tinuing  study  of  airport  certification  and 
operations,  with  a  view  to  future  rule- 


With  respect  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  §  139.15  concerning  the  contents 
of  the  Airport  Operating  Certificate,  a 
comment  objected  to  the  deletion  of  the 
requirement  for  listing  the  airport  owner 
on  the  Airport  Operating  Certificate.  The 
objection  was  based  on  the  fact  that  FAA 
Form  5010  “Airport  Master  Record”  lists 
the  owner  and  for  the  sake  of  uniformity 
the  name  of  the  owner  should  also  be 
listed  on  the  operating  certificate.  The 
FAA  agrees  that  §  139.15(a)  should  re¬ 
main  as  written,  and  that  the  Airport 
Operating  Certificate  should  continue  to 
show  both  the  name  and  address  of  the 
owner  and  operator. 

Regarding  the  proposal  to  amend 
§  139.45(b)  (1)  to  allow  for  design  and 
construction  differences  which  previ¬ 
ously  met  FAA  airport  criteria  in  effect 
at  the  time  of  construction,  a  comment 
asserted  that  such  an  amendment  would 
reduce  the  effectiveness  of  the  rule.  The 
comment  viewed  the  proposal  as  a  whole¬ 
sale  lowering  of  requirements,  and 
argued  that  the  issuance  of  exemptions 
in  specific  cases  could  more  effectively 
deal  with  particular  situations. 

The  proposal  in  the  Notice  to  delete 
references  to  specific  dimensions  was 
made  by  the  FAA  in  recognition  of  the 
difficulties  attendant  to  prescribing  spe¬ 
cific  standards  to  meet  the  situations 
found  at  the  many  airports  which  pre¬ 
dated  Part  139.  Those  standards  have 
proven  to  be  impracticable  and  unsuited 
to  broad  application.  The  FAA  acknowl¬ 
edges  that  in  particular  situations  the 
applicable  FAA  criteria  in  effect  at  the 
time  of  construction  may  not  have  re¬ 
quired  the  runway  safety  area  to  ex¬ 
tend  a  distance  of  200  feet  beyond  the 
runway  end.  However,  program  experi¬ 
ence  indicates  that  in  many  cases  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  200-foot  requirement 
is  practically  or  economically  infeasible 
and  as  indicated  in  the  preamble  to  the 
original  issuance  of  Part  1°9  (37  FR 
12278;  June  21,  1972),  it  was  not  pro¬ 
posed  or  intended  to  require  already 
constructed  “landing  strips”  to  be  en¬ 
larged  to  conform  with  more  recently 
adopted  concepts  of  “runway  safety 
areas.”  The  IAA  believes  that  with  re¬ 
spect  to  those  runway  constructed  prior 
to  implementation  of  current  FAA  cri¬ 
teria,  but  constructed  in  conformance 
with  then  current  FAA  criteria,  a  run¬ 
way  safety  area  of  adequate  dimension 
is  provided  for. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  8  139.47(a)(4)  regarding  ap¬ 
proach  aid  lighting,  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable  and  the  proposal 
is  being  adopted.  The  listing  of  specific 
types  of  approach  aid  lighting  is  being 
deleted  since  the  FAA  does  not  believe 
it  necessary  or  practicable  to  include 
a  complete  listing.  The  statements  re¬ 
garding  “properly  aimed”  and  “proper 
guidance”  are  deleted  as  inappropriate 


Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  making.  Except  for  a  number  of  minor  to  a  listing  of  items,  and  because  these 
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requirements  are  considered  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  statement  of  requirements 
(operable  condition)  contained  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  §  139.47. 

Regarding  the  proposed  amendment 
of  §  139.49  (airport  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  equipment  service),  the  FAA  has 
determined  that  in  the  second  sentence 
of  §  139.49(a),  the  words  “computed  on 
an  annual  basis”  should  be  inserted  be¬ 
tween  the  words  “day”  and  “served.” 
This  amendment  is  to  provide  clarifica¬ 
tion  on  how  to  determine  average  de¬ 
partures  to  identify  an  Index  for  an 
airport. 

To  permit  Index  selection  or  identi¬ 
fication  of  fire  fighting  and  rescue  equip¬ 
ment  requirements  based  on  forecast 
aircraft  activity  included  in  the  FAA 
National  Airport  System  Plan,  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (a)(1)  and  (2)  of  §139.49 
are  being  amended  to  provide  for  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  applicable  Index,  if  the 
applicant  elects,  based  on  departures 
“served  or  expected  to  be  served”  by  the 
airport. 

The  applicable  Index,  described  in 
§  139.49(a) ,  is  determined  by  the  longest 
large  aircraft  operated  by  an  air  carrier 
user  on  an  average  of  at  least  five  sched¬ 
uled  departures  per  day.  Where  an  Index 
has  been  established,  based  on  scheduled 
large  aircraft  departures,  additional  un¬ 
scheduled  or  small  aircraft  operations 
will  not  increase  or  affect  Index  selec¬ 
tion. 

In  the  second  sentence  of  §  139.49(a), 
the  word  “scheduled”  was  inadvertently 
omitted  in  the  notice.  Amendment  of  the 
paragraph  to  delete  the  word  was  not 
intended  and  §  139.49(a)  is  unchanged 
in  this  respect. 

Paragraph  (b)(1)  of  §  139.49  is  being 
amended,  as  proposed,  by  adding  the 
words  “for  protein  foam  production”  be¬ 
tween  the  word  “water”  and  “and”  in  the 
second  sentence  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
required  water  is  for  protein  foam  pro¬ 
duction.  Additionally,  the  word  “com¬ 
patible”  is  being  inserted  between  the 
words  “of”  and  “dry”  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  dry  chemical  required  must  be 
compatible  with  the  protein  foam  to  be 
used. 

Paragraphs  (b)  (2),  (3),  (4),  and  (5) 
of  §  139.49  are  being  amended,  as  pro¬ 
posed,  by  inserting  the  word  “protein” 
between  the  words  “for”  and  “foam”  to 
clearly  identify  the  basic  type  of  protein 
foam  production  required. 

A  new  paragraph  (c)  (3)  L  being  added 
to  §  139.49  to  provide  for  the  use  of  other 
extinguishing  agents  acceptable  to  the 
Administrator  as  substitutions  for  pro¬ 
tein  based  foam  that  would  provide 
equivalent  fire  fighting  capability. 

For  clarification,  the  words  “foam 
type”  are  being  inserted  between  the 
words  “each”  and  “fire”  in  §  139.49(d) 
to  identify  the  fire  fighting  and  rescue 
vehicles  that  must  be  capable  of  the  dis¬ 
charge  rate  specified  therein  and  the  re¬ 
quirement  has  been  revised  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  discharge  is  applicable  to 
these  vehicles  only. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  in  the 
first  sentence  of  §  139.49(d),  the  words 


“less  than  1  %  minutes  nor”  should  be 
deleted.  Since  the  rule  was  promulgated, 
fire  fighting  equipment  has  been  im¬ 
proved.  The  discharge  rates,  as  provided 
by  the  manufacturers,  are  more  efficient 
and  the  nozzles  are  more  responsive  to 
the  pumping  capacities.  By  deleting  the 
1% -minute  time  restriction,  a  greater 
degree  of  safety  will  be  provided  for  and 
airport  operators  will  have  more  flexi¬ 
bility  in  meeting  the  requirements  of  the 
rule. 

In  §  139.49(f),  the  specification  of  the 
color  of  the  flashing  beacon  is  beinc  de¬ 
leted  since  certain  State  laws  permit  or 
require  other  beacon  colors  for  fire  fight¬ 
ing  vehicles. 

Paragaraph  (g)  (2)  of  §  139.49  is  being 
amended,  as  proposed,  to  allow  for  means 
to  be  used  other  than  a  firehouse  or  sta¬ 
tion  to  insure  vehicle  operation  and 
agent  discharge  under  freezing  condi¬ 
tions.  Additionally,  the  “35  degrees  F.”  in 
the  proposed  amendment  was  a  typo¬ 
graphical  error  and,  therefore,  the  cur¬ 
rent  33  degrees  F.  criterion  has  been 
retained.  ,  /■ 

Paragraph  (g)(3)  of  §  139.49  is  being 
amended,  as  proposed,  to  allow  for  alert¬ 
ing  fire  fighting  and  rescue  personnel  by 
siren,  alarm,  or  other  means  satisfactory 
to  the  Administrator. 

A  new  paragraph  (g)(4)  is  being 
added  to  §  139.49  to  require  that  at  air¬ 
ports  with  control  towers  or  equipped 
with  radio  communications  systems  used 
for  ground  vehicle  traffic  management, 
the  applicant  have  the  capability  to 
communicate  by  radio  between  each  re¬ 
quired  fire  fighting  and  rescue  vehicle 
and  the  control  tower  or  other  central 
control  point. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  139.53(b)  dealing  with  a  seg¬ 
mented  circle  with  traffic  pattern  indi¬ 
cator,  comments  requested  clarification 
of  the  requirement  for  a  segmented  cir¬ 
cle  in  §  139.53(b)  when  a  control  tower 
is  not  in  operation  for  all  air  carrier  op¬ 
erations.  A  comment  recommended  that 
the  section  be  amended  to  indicate  that 
traffic  pattern  indicators  would  be  re¬ 
quired  only  when  traffic  patterns  are 
nonstandard. 

The  FAA  has  concluded  in  the  light 
of  comments  received  that  the  word¬ 
ing  of  §  139.53(b)  should  be  changed  to 
make  it  clear  that  a  segmented  circle 
around  at  least  one  wind  direction  indi¬ 
cator  would  be  required  if  the  airport 
has  no  control  tower  or  if  the  control 
tower  is  not  operating  during  air  car¬ 
rier  operations,  and  that  landing  strip 
indicators  and  traffic  pattern  indicators, 
in  addition  to  the  segmented  circle, 
would  be  required  only  i;  the  airport  has 
a  right  hand  traffic  pattern. 

Regarding  the  proposed  addition  of  a 
new  paragraph  (d)  to  §  139.89  which 
deals  with  airport  fire  fighting  and  res¬ 
cue  equipment  and  service,  the  com¬ 
ments  received  were  favorable  and  the 
proposal  is  being  adopted,  and  the  air¬ 
port  operator  will  be  required  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  higher  Index 
when  traffic  increases  make  that  higher 
Index  applicable. 


These  amendments  are  made  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a),  609, 
610(a),  and  612  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1429,  1430)  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  139  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  effective  October  3, 
1974,  as  follows: 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  139.45  to  read  as  follows: 

§  139.45  Safely  areas. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “safety 
areas”  are  the  following: 

(1)  “Runway  safety  area” — a  cleared, 
drained,  and  graded  area  abutting  the 
edges  of  a  usable  runway  and  sym¬ 
metrically  located  about  the  runway  (if 
constructed  before  February  18, 1970,  the 
central  portion  of  which  is  the  usable 
runway,  which  extends  beyond  each  end 
of  the  nm way) ,  conforming  with  FAA 
criteria  in  effect  at  the  time  of  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  runway. 

(2)  “Taxiway  safety  area” — a  cleared, 
drained,  and  graded  area  abutting  the 
edges  of  a  tax.way  and  symmetrically 
located  about  the  taxiway  conforming 
with  FAA  criteria  in  effect  at  the  time 
of  construction  of  the  taxi  way. 

(3)  “Extended  runway  safety  area” — 
a  rectangular  area  along  the  extended 
runway  centerline  that  begins  200  feet 
from  the  end  of  a  usable  runway  and  ex¬ 
tending  outward  in  conformance  with 
FAA  criteria  in  effect  at  the  time  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  runway. 

2.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of 
§  139.47  to  read  as  follows: 

§  139.47  Marking  and  lighting  runnaju. 
thresholds,  and  taxiways. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(4)  Approach  aid  lighting  owned  by 

the  applicant.  , 

•  •  *  *  * 

3.  By  revising  §  139.49  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  139.49  Airport  fire  fighting  and  rescue 
equipment  and  service. 

Except  to  the  extent  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  determines  under  §  139.19  of  this 
Part  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  the  applicant  for  an  airport 
operating  certificate  must  show  that  it 
has,  and  will  have,  available  during  air 
carrier  user  operations,  at  least  the  air¬ 
port  fire  fighting  and  rescue  equipment 
with  the  vehicle  response-time  capability 
and  trained  personnel  prescribed  in  this 
section. 

(a)  The  applicant  must  show  that  it 
has  at  least  the  required  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  equipment  assigned  to  the  cur¬ 
rently  applicable  Index  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  or,  if  the  appli¬ 
cant  elects,  to  the  Index  applicable  to 
its  airport  under  the  5-year  forcast  of 
aircraft  activity  reflected  in  the  current 
FAA  National  Airport  System  Plan.  The 
applicable  Index  is  determined  by  the 
longest  large  aircraft,  operated  by  an  air 
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carrier  user,  with  an  average  of  five  or 
more  scheduled  departures  per  day  (com¬ 
puted  on  an  annual  basis) ,  served  or  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  served  by  the  airport.  How¬ 
ever— 

(1)  Where  the  airport  serves  or  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  serve  an  average  of  five  or  more 
scheduled  departures  per  day  of  large  air¬ 
craft  by  air  carrier  users,  but  less  than 
five  scheduled  departures  of  any  one 
Index  large  aircraft,  the  required  fire 
fighting  and  rescue  equipment  is  that  as¬ 
signed  to  the  next  Index  below  that  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  longest  aircraft  operated 
by  the  air  carrier  users  served  by  the  air¬ 
port;  or 

(2)  Where  the  airport  seves  or  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  serve  an  average  of  less  than 
five  scheduled  departures  per  day  of  large 
aircraft  by  air  carrier  users,  the  required 
fire  fighting  and  rescue  equipment  is  that 
assigned  to  Index  A  aircraft. 

(b)  The  following  are  the  Indexes  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section: 

(1)  Index  A:  aircraft  not  more  than 
90  feet  long.  One  lightweight  vehicle  pro¬ 
viding  at  least  either  500  pounds  of  dry 
chemical  extinguishing  agents,  or  450 
pounds  of  dry  chemical  and  50  gallons 
of  water  for  aqueous  film  forming  foam 
(AFFF)  production.  However,  when  at 
the  time  of  application  the  applicant 
shows  that  it  serves  or  is  expected  to 
serve  Index  B  turbine  engine  powered 
aircraft  under  conditions  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  or  (2)  of  this  section, 
a  lightweight  vehicle  providing  at  least 
500  gallons  of  water  for  protein  foam 
production  and  300  pounds  of  compatible 
dry  chemicals  is  required  for  Index  A. 

(2)  Index  B:  aircraft  more  than  90 
and  not  more  than  126  feet  long.  One 
lightweight  vehicle  with  at  least  the  ex¬ 
tinguishing  agents  prescribed  in  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this 
section,  and  one  additional  self-propel¬ 
led  fire  extinguishing  vehicle.  The  total 
quantity  of  water  for  protein  foam  pro¬ 
duction  required  for  this  Index  is  1,500 
gallons. 

(3)  Index  C:  aircraft  more  than  126 
and  not  more  than  160  feet  long.  One 
lightweight  vehicle  v’ith  at  least  the  ex¬ 
tinguishing  agents  prescribed  in  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  and  two  additional  self-propelled 
fire  extinguishing  vehicles.  The  total 
quantity  of  water  for  protein  foam  pro¬ 
duction  required  for  this  Index  is  3,000 
gallons. 

(4)  Index  D:  aircraft  more  than  160 
and  not  more  than  200  feet  long.  One 
lightweight  vehicle  with  at  least  the  ex¬ 
tinguishing  agents  prescribed  in  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this 
section,  and  two  additional  self-propelled 
fire  extinguishing  vehicles.  The  total 
quantity  of  water  for  protein  foam  pro¬ 
duction  required  for  this  Index  is  4,000 
gallons. 

(5)  Index  E:  aircraft  more  than  200 
feet  long.  One  lightweight  vehicle  with  at 
least  the  extinguishing  agents  prescribed 
in  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b)(1) 
of  this  section,  and  two  additional  self- 
propelled  fire  extinguishing  vehicles.  The 
total  quantity  of  water  for  protein  foam 


production  required  for  this  Index  is 
6,000  gallons. 

(c)  The  quantity  of  water  specified  for 
each  Index  does  not  include  any  foam 
concentrate.  One  of  the  following  sub¬ 
stitutions  for  protein  foam  may  be  made: 

(1)  Aqueous  film  forming  foam 
(AFFF)  may  be  substituted  for  protein 
based  foam  and  the  quantity  of  water  re¬ 
duced  by  30  percent  from  that  specified. 

(2)  Dry  chemicals  in  the  ratio  of  2.8 
pounds  per  gallon  of  water  may  be  sub¬ 
stituted  for  up  to  30  percent  of  the  water 
specified  for  protein  based  foam. 

(3)  Other  extinguishing  agents  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Administrator  that  would 
provide  an  equivalent  fire  fighting 
capability. 

(d)  Each  foam  type  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  vehicle  carrying  less  than  4,000 
gallons  of  water  and  used  under  Indexes 
B  through  E  must  be  capable  of  discharg¬ 
ing  one  complete  tank  capacity  with 
appropriate  foam  concentrate  in  not 
more  than  2%  minutes  with  all  orifices 
open.  Each  vehicle  carrying  4,000  or 
more  gallons  of  water  must  be  capable 
of  discharging  at  a  minimum  rate  of  at 
least  1,800  gallons  per  minute. 

(e)  The  applicant  must  show  by  a 
demonstration  run  that — 

(1)  At  least  one  fire  fighting  and  res¬ 
cue  vehicle  required  by  the  applicable 
Index  can  reach  the  midpoint  of  the 
farthest  runway  serving  air  carrier  users 
from  its  assigned  post  within  3  minutes 
from  the  time  of  alarm  to  the  time  of 
initial  agent  application; 

(2)  At  least  one  other  fire  fighting 
and  rescue  vehicle  required  by  the  ap¬ 
plicable  Index  can  reach  the  midpoint 
of  the  farthest  runway  serving  air  car¬ 
rier  users  from  its  assigned  post  within 
4  minutes  from  the  time  of  alarm  to  the 
time  of  initial  agent  application;  and 

(3)  All  other  fire  fighting  and  rescue 
vehicles  required  by  the  applicable  Index 
can  reach  the  midpoint  of  the  farthest 
runway  serving  air  carrier  users  from 
their  assigned  posts  4  Vi  minutes  from 
the  time  of  alarm  to  the  time  of  initial 
agent  application. 

(f)  The  applicant  must  show  that 
each  item  of  required  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  equipment  has  a  flashing  beacon 
and  is  marked  to  insure  rapid  and  posi¬ 
tive  identification.  The  color  of  each  ve¬ 
hicle  must  insure  contrast  with  the 
background  environment  for  easy 
Identification. 

(g)  The  applicant  must  show  that  it 
has  the  capability  to¬ 
ll)  Operate  and  maintain  all  required 

fire  fighting  and  rescue  equipment  owned 
by  it  in  operable  condition; 

(2)  Provide  cover  or  other  means  to 
insure  vehicle  operation  and  discharge 
under  freezing  conditions  for  all  re¬ 
quired  fire  fighting  and  rescue  equipment 
owned  by  it,  if  the  airport  is  located  in 
a  geographical  area  subject  to  prolonged 
temperatures  below  33  degrees  F.; 

(3)  Alert  fire  fighting  and  rescue  per¬ 
sonnel  by  siren,  alarm,  or  other  means 
satisfactory  to  the  Administrator,  to  any 
existing  or  impending  emergency  that 
requires  or  might  require  their  assist¬ 
ance;  and 


(4)  Communicate  by  radio  between 
each  fire  fighting  and  rescue  vehicle  re¬ 
quired  by  Indexes  A  through  E  and  the 
control  tower  or  other  central  control 
point,  at  airports  with  control  towers  or 
equipped  with  radio  communications 
systems  used  for  ground  vehicle  traffic 
management. 

(h)  The  applicant  must  show  that  it 
has  available  appropriately  clothed  and 
sufficiently  qualified  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  personnel  to  insure  at  least  85 
percent  of  the  required  maximum  agent 
discharge  rate  of  fire  fighting  equipment. 

(i)  The  applicant  must  show  that  the 
fire  fighting  and  rescue  personnel  are 
familiar  with  the  operation  of  the  fire 
fighting  and  rescue  equipment  and  un¬ 
derstand  the  basic  principles  of  fire 
fighting  and  rescue  techniques. 

4.  By  revising  paragraph  (b)  of  §  139  - 
53  to  read  a§  follows: 

§  139.53  Traffic  and  wind  direction  indi¬ 
cators. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(b)  A  segmented  circle  around  at  least 
one  wind  direction  indicator,  and  a  land¬ 
ing  strip  and  traffic  pattern  indicator 
for  each  right  hand  traffic  pattern,  if 
the  airport  has  no  control  tower  or  if 
the  control  tower  is  not  operating  during 
air  carrier  operations. 

5.  By  amending  §  139.89  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  139.89  Airport  fire  fighting  and  rescue 
equipment  and  service. 
***** 

(d)  When  scheduled  air  carrier  service 
at  an  airport  is  increased  either  by  vol¬ 
ume  or  length  of  aircraft  to  the  extent 
that  a  higher  fire  fighting  and  rescue 
equipment  Index  applies,  the  operator 
shall  comply  with  the  appropriate  Index 
requirements. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  23, 1974. 

James  E.  Dow, 
Acting  Administator . 

[FR  Doc.74-20125  Filed  8-20-74;8:45  ami 


Title  18 — Conservation  of  Power  and  Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES 

[Docket  No.  RM74-24;  Order  No.  509-B] 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Availability  of  Information  Acquired  by 
Staff  Investigation 

August  23, 1974. 

In  the  matter  of  order  dismissing  ap¬ 
plications  for  rehearing,  denying  recon¬ 
sideration  and  modifying  previous  order. 

By  Order  No.  509  issued  May  2, 1974,  in 
Docket  No.  RM-74-24  (39  FR  16447 
(1974)),  the  Commission  promulgated 
§  2.72  of  its  general  policy  and  inter¬ 
pretations  to  provide  that  upon  request 
by  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  all  relevant 
information,  including  workpapers,  ac¬ 
quired  by  the  Commission  staff  in  the 
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course  of  any  staff  Investigation  con¬ 
ducted  under  section  8,  10  or  14  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  15  UJ5.C.  717g,  i.  and 
m,  ghftii,  without  further  order  of  the 
Commission,  be  free  from  the  restraints 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  8  regarding 
the  divulgence  of  information,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  matter  set  for  formal  hear¬ 
ing.  The  order  was  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  authority  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  section 
8fb)  thereof,  which  provides,  in  part, 
that  no  member,  officer,  or  employee  of 
the  Commission  shall  divulge  any  fact 
or  information  which  may  come  to  his 
knowledge  during  the  course  of  examina¬ 
tion  of  books,  records,  data  or  accounts, 
except  insofar  as  he  may  be  directed  by 
the  Commission  or  by  a  court. 

Order  No.  509  is  premised  upon  the 
fact  that  since  the  Commission  can  act 
under  the  substantive  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  only  upon  required  stat¬ 
utory  findings  based  upon  substantial 
evidence,  it  is  imperative  that  all  rele¬ 
vant  information  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  all  parties  to  a  proceeding  so 
that  the  Commission  will  have  a  com¬ 
plete  record  upon  which  to  base  its  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions.  The  Commission 
noted  that  natural  gas  companies  might 
be  reluctant  to  have  the  Commission  re¬ 
veal  certain  information  obtained  by 
staff  investigation  but  concluded  that  the 
public  interest  outweighs  the  private  in¬ 
terests  of  natural  gas  companies  in 
maintaining  the  confidentiality  of  the 
information.  The  order  stated  that  the 
Commission  regards  the  statement  of 
policy  as  a  direction  to  its  members,  offi¬ 
cers,  and  employees  under  subsection 
8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  as  the 
legal  authorization  contemplated  by  the 
Trade  Secrets  Act,  18  US.C.  1905,  which 
provides  criminal  sanctions  for  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  information  without  legal  au¬ 
thorization.  Finally,  the  Commission 
noted  that  it  does  not  regard  its  deter¬ 
mination  to  release  information  as 
limited  by  the  provisions  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
<4), (9). 

Timely  applications  for  rehearing  of 
Order  No.  509  have  been  filed  by  Amoco 
Production  Company,  Exxon  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  and  Union 
Oil  Company  of  California.  Late  peti¬ 
tions  for  rehearing  were  filed  by  Superior 
Oil  Company  and  Atlantic  Richfield 
Company.  The  applicants  specifically 
allege  the  Commission  improperly  pro¬ 
mulgated  the  statement  of  policy  with¬ 
out  giving  adequate  notice  and  without 
providing  an  opportunity  for  comment 
under  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  553;  that  subsection  8(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  contemplates 
specific  authorization  in  individual 
cases;  that  the  statement  of  policy  is 
contrary  to  the  Trade  Secrets  Act,  18 
U.S.C.  1905;  that  the  statement  of  policy 
permits  the  release  of  information  con¬ 
trary  to  the  intent  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552(b) ;  and  that 
the  release  of  such  information  is  a 
sanction  under  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  6  U.S.C.  551,  which  first  re¬ 
quires  an  adjudicatory  hearing.  There 


are  also  general  allegations  of  abuse  of 
discretion,  ambiguity,  unconstitutional, 
economic  deprivation,  and  anticompeti¬ 
tive  effects.  Union  Oil  Company  of 
California  states  that  the  policy  will  re¬ 
tard  efforts  to  explore  for  oil  and  gas 
and  further  intensify  the  energy  short¬ 
age  facing  the  nation. 

The  Commission  on  June  28,  1974,  is¬ 
sued  an  order  granting  rehearing  for  the 
purpose  of  further  consideration.  All  of 
the  applications  for  rehearing  were  filed 
by  independent,  major  producers  of  oil 
and  natural  gas.  No  applications  for  re¬ 
hearing  were  filed  by  pipeline  companies 
or  producing  affiliates  of  pipeline  com¬ 
panies.  Accordingly,  we  shall  consider  the 
arguments  raised  in  the  applications  for 
rehearing  to  be  unique  to  the  independ¬ 
ent  producer  segment  of  the  industry. 

Initially,  8  1.34  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure 1  sets 
forth  the  procedure  for  applying  for  re¬ 
hearing  of  “any  final  decision  or  order” 
under  subsection  19(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  Since  Order  No.  509  is  a  state¬ 
ment  of  general  policy  and  not  an  order 
of  the  Commission  that  bears  a  degree  of 
finality,  rehearing  does  not  lie.  The 
order  sets  forth  the  future  policy  of  the 
Commission  to  permit  staff  disclosure  of 
information  where  relevant  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing.  For  reasons  set  forth  herein,  the  in¬ 
stant  applications  for  rehearing  must  be 
dismissed.  Applicants’  requests  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  Order  No.  509  will,  how¬ 
ever,  be  reviewed. 

Order  No.  509,  as  modified  herein, 
promulgates  a  statement  of  policy  based 
upon  the  Commission’s  conclusions  from 
its  experience  in  litigated  matters  to 'ad¬ 
vise  the  public  prospectively  of  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  Commission  proposes 
to  exercise  a  discretionary  power  under 
section  8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
Therefore,  no  notice  is  required  by 
5  U.S.C.  553(b)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  prior  to  the  promulgation 
of  such  a  statement. 

Section  8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
contains  a  provision  for  keeping  infor¬ 
mation  confidential  in  that  no  member, 
officer,  or  employee  of  the  Commission 
may  divulge  information  obtained  in 
the  course  of  an  investigation  unless  di¬ 
rected  by  the  Commission.  Applicants 
submit  that  whether  or  not  to  disclose 
any  information  obtained  under  section 
8(b)  must  be  determined  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis.  However,  section  8(b)  does 
not  specifically  require  case-by-case  au¬ 
thorization.  It  is  characterized  in  gen¬ 
eral  terms.  It  does  not  prohibit  our 
blanket  authorization  for  the  disclosure 
of  information  in  those  cases  scheduled 
for  formal  hearings  where  such  informa¬ 
tion  is  relevant  to  the  case.  Moreover, 
the  legislative  history  of  section  301(b) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C. 
825(b),  a  section  giving  the  Commission 


1  Bee  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  ▼. 
F.P.C.,  „  F.2d  (D.C.  Cir.  June  26, 

1974,  No.  73-1368  at  8) .  “Except  when  notice 
or  hearing  Is  required  by  statute,  this  sub¬ 
section  does  not  apply — (A)  to  Interpretive 
rules,  general  statements  of  policy  or  rules 
of  agency  organization  or  practice;  ...”  6 
U.S.C.  653(b)  (A). 


similar  access  to  records  of  public  utili¬ 
ties,  contains  the  same  clause  as  section 
8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  requiring 
authorization  prior  to  disclosure.  Section 
301(b)  as  first  Introduced  In  both 
houses  of  Congress  originally  required  a 
case-by-case  authorization  for  disclo¬ 
sure;  *  however,  that  proposal  was  not 
adopted  and  the  disclosure  provision  of 
section  8(b)  thereafter  tracked  section 
301(b)  as  adopted. 

Applicants  have  not  raised  any  consti¬ 
tutional  or  statutory  objections  which 
leads  the  Commission  to  alter  the  policy 
contained  in  Order  No.  509.  Applicants’ 
concern  about  detriment  to  their  pro¬ 
prietary  interests  arising  out  of  our  pol¬ 
icy  is  not  well  founded.  Order  No.  509 
applies  to  all  Information  gathered  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  investiga¬ 
tion  under  sections  8, 10  and  14  whether 
or  not  in  conjunction  with  a  specific 
proceeding;  it  operates  prospectively  and 
does  not  permit  the  disclosure  of  any  in¬ 
formation  provided  to  the  Commission 
before  the  promulgation  of  Order  No. 
509  where  confidentiality  was  explicitly 
or  implicitly  promised. 

Within  the  last  eighteen  months  to 
two  years  questions  have  arisen  as  to 
the  confidentiality  of  so-called  proprie¬ 
tary  data  of  independent  producers  ex¬ 
amined  by  our  staff.  Order  No.  509  gives 
the  public  notice  of  implementation  of 
instructions  administratively  given  our 
staff.  It  is  the  policy  of  this  Commission 
that  our  staff  should  examine  no  data 
of  any  participant  in  any  proceeding  be¬ 
fore  this  Commission — whether  adjudi¬ 
catory  or  rulemaking — with  any  promise 
of  confidentiality,  express  or  implied,  ex¬ 
cept  as  directed  by  this  Commission,  its 
duly  delegated  officers  or  a  court  of  com¬ 
petent  jurisdiction.  In  the  course  of  in¬ 
vestigation  in  any  proceeding  before  this 
Commission  our  staff  should  accept  ac¬ 
cess  to  no  information  on  condition  that 
such  information  be  kept  confidential. 
Should  it  develop  that  Information 
sought  by  our  staff  is  claimed  by  the 
owner  or  holder  to  be  proprietary  in 
nature  such  that  its  inspection  by  other 
parties  to  the  proceeding  would  be  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  interests  of  such  owner  or 
holder,  the  validity  of  such  a  claim 
should  not  be  determined  by  our  staff. 
It  is  not  our  intention  that  any  party  to 
a  proceeding  before  this  Commission  be 
denied  any  legal  right  or  protection  with 


*  Both  sections  contain  the  foUowing 
words: 

“No  member,  officer,  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  shall  divulge  any  fact  or  Infor¬ 
mation  which  may  come  to  his  knowledge 
during  the  course  of  examination  of  books, 
records,  data,  or  accounts,  except  insofar  as 
he  may  be  directed  by  the  Commission  or 
by  a  court.” 

Section  301(b)  originally  read: 

“•  *  *  no  information  furnished  to  the 
Commission  .  .  .  shall  be  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection  or  made  public,  except  on  order  of 
the  Commission,  or  by  the  Commission  or  a 
member  thereof  in  the  course  of  a  hearing 
or  proceeding.” 

Hearings  Before  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce  on  HJl.  6423, 
74th  Cong.,  1st  Sees,  at  87  (1935);  Senate, 
Confidential  Committee  Print  of  May  4, 1935. 
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respect  to  proprietary  information, 
where  such  right  is  asserted  or  protection 
sought  before  an  appropriate  judicial  or 
quasi-judicial  body;  our  staff  is  not  such 
a  body.  The  effect  of  Order  No.  509  is  not 
intended  to  compel  any  party  to  submit 
confidential  data  to  our  staff  upon  re¬ 
quest;  any  party  is  free  to  deny  access 
to  data  considered  to  be  confidential  to 
our  staff.  If  the  data  sought  is  considered 
by  our  staff  to  be  essential  to  the  proper 
conduct  of  the  proceeding,  our  staff  has 
ample  legal  procedures  to  seek  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  data  or  to  move  for  dismissal 
of  any  application  giving  rise  to  the  pro- 
cccdin^ 

To  fully  indicate  the  purpose  and  in¬ 
tent  of  this  policy,  an  addition  to  Order 
No.  509  and  $  2.72  is  required.  As  issued, 
Order  509  permits  staff  disclosure  only 
upon  the  request  by  a  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceedings.  It  should  also  specifically  au¬ 
thorize  the  staff  to  utilize  information  it 
obtains  during  investigations  as  required 
in  its  presentation  of  litigated  cases  or 
in  the  cross-examination  of  any  other 
presentation.  We  will  also  recast  the 
heading  of  S  2.72  so  as  to  make  clear  that 
it  relates  to  the  availability  in  contested 
cases  of  information  acquired  by  staff  in¬ 
vestigations. 

So  that  there  can  be  no  question  raised 
as  to  the  deprivation  of  legal  rights  to 
confidential  data  previously  gathered  by 
our  staff  we  shall  modify  Order  No.  509 
so  as  to  clearly  indicate  that  it  is  to  be 
effective  only  with  respect  to  information 
gathered  by  our  Staff  on  and  after  May 
2,  1974.  We  find  the  applications  for  re¬ 
hearing  to  merit  no  further  modification 
of  Order  No.  509. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
for  reconsideration  of  Order  No.  509  has 
not  been  shown. 

(2)  Modification  of  Order  No.  509  and 
§  2.72  is  required  to  fully  state  the  extent 
of  the  Commission’s  authorization  to 
staff  granted  pursuant  to  Section  8(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

The  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
the  authority  granted  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  particularly  subsection  (b)  of 
section  8  (52  Stat.  825,  15  USC  717g) 
and  section  16  (52  Stat.  830,  15  USC 
717o)  thereof,  and  in  accordance  with  5 
USC  553,  orders: 

(A)  Part  2  of  subchapter  A,  Chapter  I 
of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  is  amended  by  revising  S  2.72 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.72  Availability  in  contested  cases  of 
information  acquired  by  staff  investi¬ 
gation. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  author¬ 
ity  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  partic¬ 
ularly  subsection  (b)  of  section  8  thereof, 
upon  request  by  a  party  to  the  proceed¬ 
ings,  or  as  required  in  conjunction  with 
the  presentation  of  a  Commission  staff 
case  or  staff’s  cross-examination  of  any 
other  presentation  therein,  all  relevant 
information  acquired  by  Commission 
staff,  Including  workpapers  pursuant  to 
any  staff  Investigation  conducted  under 
sections  8,  10,  or  14  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  shall,  without  further  order  of  the 
Commission,  be  free  from  the  restraints 


of  said  Subsection  (b)  of  section  8  re¬ 
garding  the  divulgence  of  information, 
with  respect  to  any  matter  hereafter  set 
for  formal  hearing. 

(Subsection  (b) ,  sec.  8,  52  8tat,  825,  15  USO 
717g;  sec.  18,  62  Stat.  830, 15  USC  717o) 

(B)  The  amendment  adopted  herein 
shall  be  effective  on  date  of  issuance. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-20087  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  amj 


Title  30 — Mineral  Resources 

CHAPTER  I— MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND 
SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  O— COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY 

PART  100 — CIVIL  PENALTIES  FOR  VIOLA¬ 
TION  OF  THE  FEDERAL  COAL  MINE 
HEALTH  AND  SAFETY  ACT  OF  1969 

Revision  and  Reinstatement  of  Procedures 
for  Informal  Assessment;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-17293  appearing  at  page 
27558  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  July  30, 
1974,  the  following  corrections  are  made 
as  set  forth  below : 

1.  In  S  100.3(c)  (2) ,  the  first  line  in  the 
table  under  the  heading  “Violations  per 
inspection  day”  is  corrected  to  read  “Un¬ 
der  0.3”. 

2.  In  §  100.8(a)  the  reference  to  S  100.- 
4(b)(2)  is  corrected  to  read  5100.4(c) 
(2) 

C.  K.  Mallory, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

August  23, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20099  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

Title  35 — Panama  Canal 

CHAPTER  I — CANAL  ZONE 
REGULATIONS 

PART  5— PUBLIC  LANDS;  MILITARY 
RESERVATIONS 

Revision  of  Boundaries  of  Certain  Military 
Reservations 

Tills  document  amends  the  regulations 
describing  the  boundaries  of  five  military 
reservations  in  the  Canal  Zone.  The 
amendment  transfers  certain  lands  from 
Albrook  Air  Force  Base  to  the  Fort  Clay¬ 
ton  Army  Reservation  and  to  the 
Curundu  Army  Reservation,  and  from 
the  United  States  Naval  Reservation, 
Rodman,  to  Howard  Air  Force  Base,  be¬ 
cause  the  subject  lands  have  been  de¬ 
clared  surplus  to  the  needs  of  the  De¬ 
partments  of  the  Air  Force  and  Navy 
respectively. 

In  35  CFR  Part  5  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  In  §  5.24,  the  final  thfee  paragraphs 
of  the  section  (which  begin:  “The  above- 
described  boundary  line  •  •  *”)  are 
deleted,  and  a  new  parcel  of  land  (Parcel 
No.  4)  is  added,  to  read  as  follows: 


§  5.24  Fori  Clayton  Army  Reservation. 

*  *  .  •  *  • 

Parcel  No. 4 

Beginning  at  monument  No.  41,  which  is 
a  2-lnch  iron  pipe,  located  at  the  southwest 
corner  of  the  Qasollne  Storage  Area,  and  on 
the  prolongation  of  the  cyclone  fence  which 
borders  the  C-12  Road,  the  geodetic  posi¬ 
tion  of  which  is  in  latitude  9°00’  N.  plus 
1765.0  feet  and  longitude  79°33'  W.  plus  5217.8 
feet.  Monument  No.  41  is  on  the  easterly 
boundary  of  Fort  Clayton  Army  Reservation, 
and  on  the  northerly  boundary  of  the  Cur¬ 
undu  Army  Reservation. 

Thence  from  said  initial  point  by  mete3 
and  bounds: 

Southeasterly,  along  the  face  of  the  above- 
mentioned  cyclone  fence,  on  the  northeast¬ 
erly  side  of  the  C-12  Road,  to  monument  No. 

42,  which  is  a  iy2-lnch  iron  pipe,  located  on 
the  prolongation  of  the  fence  line  at  the 
southeast  corner  of  the  Gasoline  Storage 
Area,  the  geodetic  position  of  which  is  in 
latitude  9*00'  N.  plus  1476.4  feet  and  longi¬ 
tude  79°33'  W.  plus  4769.8  feet; 

N.  69°07'00''  E.,  20.4  feet,  to  monument  No. 

43,  which  is  a  iy2-lnch  iron  pipe,  located  60 
feet  northeasterly  of  the  centerUne  of  the 
C-12  Road  and  18  inches  from  the  above- 
mentioned  cyclone  fence; 

Southeasterly,  parallel  to,  and  50  feet  from, 
the  centerline  of  the  C-12  Road,  to  monu¬ 
ment  No.  44,  which  is  a  2-lnch  iron  pipe, 
the  geodetic  position  of  which  is  in  latitude 
8°59'  N.  plus  5579.6  feet  and  longitude  79*33' 

W.  plus  4236.2  feet; 

S.  68°32'30"  E.,  115.5  feet,  to  monument  No. 
45,  which  is  a  2-inch  iron  pipe; 

N.  70°16'30''  E.,  389.5  feet,  to  monument 
No.  46,  which  is  a  1%-inch  iron  pipe; 

S.  37°28'00”  E„  198.1  feet,  to  monument 
No.  47,  which  is  a  2-inch  iron  pipe; 

S.  64°36'20“  E„  1184.6  feet,  through  monu¬ 
ments  Nos.  48  and  49,  which  are  2-lnch  iron 
pipes,  to  monument  No.  50,  which  is  a  2-inch 
iron  pipe,  the  distance  being  67.8  feet,  565.8 
feet  and  651.0  feet,  successively,  from  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  course: 

S.  49°51'50”  E„  103.0  feet,  to  monument 
No.  51,  which  is  a  1  y2  -inch  Iron  pipe; 

S.  49“28'30"  E.,  835.5  feet,  through  monu¬ 
ment  No.  62,  which  is  a  1  Vt  -inch  iron  pipe, 
to  monument  No.  53,  which  is  a  1  y2  -inch 
iron  pipe,  located  40  feet  westerly  from  the 
centerline  of  the  C-16  Road,  the  distances 
being  515.3  feet  and  320.2  feet,  successively, 
from  beginning  of  the  course; 

S.  15°30'20”  W.,  1004.3  feet,  along  the  west¬ 
erly  side  of  the  C-16  Road,  through  monu¬ 
ment  No.  64  which  is  a  iy2-inch  iron  pipe, 
to  monument  No.  65  which  is  a  2-inch  iron 
pipe,  located  northeasterly  and  50  feet  from 
the  centerline  of  the  C-12  Road,  the  distances 
being  275.9  feet  and  728.4  feet,  successively, 
from  beginning  of  the  course; 

S.  47°54'50”  E.,  153.9  feet,  crossing  the  C-15 
Road,  to  monument  No.  66,  which  is  a  2-inch 
iron  pipe,  located  northeasterly,  and  50  feet 
from  the  centerline  of  the  C-12  Road; 

N.  80°01'40''  E.,  558.9  feet,  to  monument 
No.  57,  which  is  a  2-inch  iron  pipe; 

N.  10°51'50”  E.,  645.2  feet,  to  monument 
No.  58,  which  is  a  2-inch  iron  pipe; 

N.  57°35'10''  E.,  378.5  feet,  to  monument 
No.  59,  which  is  a  2-inch  iron  pipe; 

N.  25o38'50“  E„  681.6  feet,  to  monument 
No.  60,  which  is  a  brass  plug  in  a  concrete 
monument,  being  further  Identified  as  trlan- 
gulatlon  station  “Cedro”; 

N.  87°37'40"  E.,  1856.0  feet,  through  monu¬ 
ments  Nos.  61,  62,  63,  64,  and  65,  which  are 
2-inch  iron  pipes,  to  monument  No.  66, 
which  is  a  2-inch  Iron  pipe,  the  distances 
being  92.0  feet.  90.5  feet,  284.1  feet,  415.7 
feet,  107.8  feet  and  865.9  feet,  successively, 
from  beginning  of  the  course; 
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Due  east,  1604.5  feet,  through  monuments 
Nos.  67,  68,  69,  70,  and  71,  which  are  2 -inch 
Iron  pipes,  to  an  unmarked  point  called  No. 

72  which  is  on  the  Canal  Zone-Republic  of 
Panama  boundary  In  the  center  of  the  Rio 
Ourundu,  the  geodetic  position  of  which  Is 
in  latitude  8*59'  N.  plus  4948.6  feet  and 
longitude  79*32'  W.  plus  3318.4  feet,  the  dis¬ 
tances  being  55.4  feet,  354.1  feet,  387.9  feet, 

370.7  feet,  364.4  feet  and  32.0  feet,  successively 
lrom  beginning  of  the  course; 

The  above-described  boundary  line  from 
monument  No.  41  to  unmarked  point  No.  72, 

Is  common  with  the  northerly  boundary  of 
Curundu  Army  Reservation. 

Northerly,  along  the  centerline  of  the  Rio 
Curundu,  which  Is  the  Canal  Zone-Republic 
of  Panama  boundary  line,  to  monument 
"E"  which  Is  a  brass  plug  set  In  a  10- Inch 
square  concrete  post,  the  geodetic  position  of 
which  Is  In  latitude  9*01'  N.  plus  1046.6  feet 
and  longitude  79*32'  W.  plus  2469.6  feet. 
Monument  “E”  Is  also  on  the  southern 
boundary  of  Port  Clayton  Army  Reservation. 

S.  89*59'20"  W.,  616.1  feet,  through  monu¬ 
ments  Nos.  1,  which  Is  a  2-lnch  Iron  pipe, 
and  2,  which  Is  a  1%-inch  Iron  pipe,  to  monu¬ 
ment  No.  3,  which  Is  a  2-lnch  Iron  pipe,  the 
distances  being  124.4  feet,  64.0  feet,  and 

427.7  feet,  successively  from  beginning  of  the 
course; 

Due  west,  8000.1  feet,  through  monuments 
No6.  4  to  23,  Inclusive,  which  are  2-lnch  Iron 
pipes,  to  monument  No.  24,  which  Is  a  3-inch 
iron  pipe,  the  geodetic  position  of  which  Is 
In  latitude  9*01’  N.  plus  1046.5  feet  and 
longitude  79*33'  W.  plus  5073.6  feet,  the  dis¬ 
tances  being  474.4  feet,  220.2  feet,  302.0  feet, 
360.9  feet,  171.9  feet,  299.9  feet,  101.5  feet, 
385.0  feet,  327.6  feet,  449.3  feet,  619.1  feet, 

290.7  feet,  461.*?  feet,  870.9  feet,  142.7  feet, 
744  4  feet,  384.3  feet,  671.9  feet,  196.0  feet, 

591.3  feet  and  134.6  feet,  successively,  from 
beginning  of  the  course; 

Due  south,  4419.5  feet,  through  monu¬ 
ments  Nos.  25  to  38,  Inclusive,  which  are  2- 
Inch  iron  pipes  to  monument  No.  39,  which 
is  a  2-inch  Iron  pipe,  located  at  the  north¬ 
west  corner  of  the  Gasoline  Storage  Area, 
the  distances  being  126.2  feet,  278.8  feet, 
355  6  feet,  383.5  feet,  106.9  feet,  3822  feet, 
290.6  feet,  199.1  feet,  281.4  feet,  316.0  feet, 

226.4  feet,  188.5  feet,  190.5  feet,  567.5  feet 
and  5272  feet,  successively,  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  course; 

S.  09  ”00’  W.,  921.0  feet  through  monument 
No.  40,  which  Is  a  2-lnch  Iron  pipe,  to 
monument  No.  41,  the  point  of  beginning,  the 
distances  being  320.0  feet  and  601.0  feet 
puccessively,  from  beginning  of  the  course. 

The  directions  of  the  lines  refer  to  the 
true  meridian.  All  geodetic  positions  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Panama-Colon  datum  of  the 
Canal  Zone  triangulation  system. 

The  area  of  Fort  Clayton  Army  Reservation 
Is  6,451.0  acres,  more  or  less  (Parcel  No.  1 
is  4,980.3  acres,  more  or  lees;  Parcel  No.  2  Is 
4.9  acres,  more  or  less;  Parcel  No.  3  Is  612 
acres,  more  or  less;  and  Parcel  No.  4  Is  1,4039 
acres,  more  or  less)  as  shown  on  Canal  Zone 
Government  Drawing  No.  6116-34  (Revision 
No.  8,  dated  June  27,  1974)  entitled  “Map 
Showing  US.  Army  and  U.S.  Air  Force  Reser¬ 
vations — Fort  Clayton,  Corozal,  Curundu, 
and  Alb  rook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone,” 
scale  1:10,000  dated  May  29,  1962,  on  file  In 
the  Office  of  the  Governor,  Balboa  Heights, 
Canal  Zone. 

§  5.26  [Amended] 

2.  In  |  5.26,  the  fourth  paragraph  from 
the  end  of  the  section  (which  begins: 
“Excluded  from  the  above  reserva¬ 
tion  •  •  •”)  is  deleted  and  the  following 
paragraph  is  substituted  therefor: 


Excluded  from  the  above  reservation  Is  the 
Isolated  area  described  as  Parcel  No.  3  o>f 
Albrook  Air  Force  Base. 

3.  In  §  5.26,  the  number  "774.5”  In  the 
penultimate  paragraph  of  the  section 
(which  begins:  “The  area  of  Curundu 
Army  Reservation  •  •  •”)  is  deleted 
and  the  number  “779.2”  Is  substituted 
therefor. 

§  5.48  [Amended] 

4.  In  $  5.48,  the  description  of  Parcel 
No.  1  is  deleted,  and  a  revised  descrip¬ 
tion  is  added,  to  read  as  follows: 

pabcel  No.  1 

Beginning  at  an  unmarked  point  called 
"R”  on  the  drawing,  located  east  301  feet, 
more  or  less,  from  the  centerline  of  Bruja 
Road  and  on  the  boundary  line  of  Parcel 
No.  3,  Fort  Clayton  Army  Reservation,  the 
geodetic  position  of  which,  referred  to  the 
Canal  Zone  triangulation  system.  Is  in  lati¬ 
tude  8*58'  N.  plus  2,606.03  feet  and  longitude 
79°35'  W.  plus  3,714.69  feet  from  Green¬ 
wich. 

Thence  from  said  initial  point  by  metes 
and  bounds: 

N.  68*00'  E.,  772  feet,  more  or  lees,  to  an 
unmarked  point  No.  13  located  at  tlie  south¬ 
easterly  corner  of  Parcel  No.  3,  Fort  Clayton 
Army  Reservation,  the  geodetic  position  of 
which  Is  In  latitude  8*58'  N.  plus  2,894.3  feet 
and  in  longitude  79°35'  W.  plus  3,000  feet; 

N.  89’69'02”  E.t  1,496  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
monument  ”C”  which  Is  a  4-inch  Iron  pipe; 

East,  1,188  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an  tin- 
marked  point  No.  4,  the  geodetic  position  of 
which  Is  In  latitude  8*58'  N.  plus  2,894.2  feet 
and  In  longitude  79°35'  W.  plus  316.4  feet; 

S.  19°24'40''  E„  5,280  feet  along  a  line 
parallel  to  and  1,000  feet  westerly  from  the 
west  prism  line  of  the  Panama  Canal,  to  an 
unmarked  point  No.  6,  the  geodetic  position 
of  which  Is  In  latitude  8*57'  N.  plus  3,961.6 
feet  and  In  longitude  79*34'  W.  plus  4,675 
feet; 

East,  1,060.3  feet,  to  an  unmarked  point 
No.  6,  located  on  the  west  prism  line  of  the 
Panama  Canal,  the  geodetic  position  of  which 
Is  In  latitude  8  57'  N.  plus  3,9619  feet  and 
longitude  79*34’  W.  plus  3,514.7  feet; 

5.  19  24'40"  E„  4,155.8  feet,  along  a  line 
coincident  with  the  above  mentioned  west 
prism  line  of  the  Panama  Canal,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  7,  the  geodetic  position  of 
which  Is  in  latitude  8*57'  N.  plus  42.1  feet  and 
longitude  79*34’  W.  plus  2,133.6  feet; 

6.  38°15'30”  E„  1,752.1  feet,  along  a  line 
coincident  with  the  above  mentioned  west 
prism  line  of  the  Panama  Canal,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  8,  the  geodetic  position  of 
which  is  latitude  8*56'  N.  plus  4,713.7  feet 
and  longitude  79*34’  W.  plus  1,048.7  feet; 

N.  89*30'00''  W„  4,666.6  feet,  through  mon¬ 
ument  No.  9,  which  Is  a  concrete  monument, 
to  monument  No.  1,  which  Is  an  8-lnch  square 
concrete  monument,  located  300  feet,  more 
or  less,  westerly  from  the  entrance  to  the  U3. 
Naval  Reservation,  Rodman,  and  Is  76  feet 
northerly  from  the  centerline  of  Thatcher 
Highway,  the  distances  being  3,760.7  feet  and 
904.8  feet,  successively,  from  the  beginning  of 
the  course.  The  geodetic  position  of  monu¬ 
ment  No.  1  Is  in  latitude  8*66'  N.  plus  4,764.4 
feet  and  longitude  79*34'  W.  plus  5,718.9 
feet; 

Westerly  and  northwesterly,  4,650  feet, 
more  or  less,  along  a  line  parallel  to  and  75 
feet  northerly  from  the  centerline  of  the  con¬ 
crete  pavement  of  Thatcher  Highway  to  an 
unmarked  point  No.  15  which  is  located  75 
feet  from  the  centerline  of  Bruja  Road; 


Northerly  3,310  feet,  more  or  leas,  along  a 
line  parallel  to  and  75  feet  easterly  from  the 
8 0-fcwt- wide  concrete  pavement  of  Bruja 
Road  to  an  unmarked  point  No.  14-1; 

N.  68*00*  K.,  257.0  feet*  more  or  less,  to 
an  unmarked  point  T.“; 

N.  18*00'  E.,  628.0  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an 
unmarked  point  “M”; 

N.  64*00'  E.,  19129  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
an  unmarked  point  “N”; 

N.  14*35'  E.,  840.0  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
an  unmarked  point  “O'*; 

N.  79*06’  W.,  756.0  feet,  more  or  lees,  to 
an  unmarked  point  ”P“; 

N.  28*20'  W„  462.0  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
an  unmarked  point  “Q“; 

N.  38*10'  W.,  1,462.0  feet,  more  ox  less,  to 
an  unmarked  point  "R”;  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

*  *  •  •  • 

5.  In  5  5.48(a),  the  final  two  para¬ 
graphs  (which  begin:  “The  directions  of 
the  lines  •  •  *”)  are  deleted,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs  are  substituted  there¬ 
for: 

The  directions  of  the  lines  refer  to  true 
meridian.  All  geographic  positions  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Panama -Colon  datum  of  the 
Canal  Zone  triangulation  system. 

The  total  area  of  U.S.  Naval  Reservation, 
Rodman,  C.Z.,  Is  1,200.9  acres,  more  or  less 
(Parcel  No.  1  is  1,067.2  acres,  more  or  less; 
Parcel  No  2,  Is  133.7  acres,  more  or  less)  and 
Is  as  shown  on  Panama  Canal  Drawing  No. 
M-6 120-33,  entitled  "Boundary  of  U.8.  Naval 
Reservation,  Rodman,  c.  Z",  scale  1:10,000, 
dated  May  13,  1969,  on  file  In  the  Office  of 
the  Governor,  Balboa  Heights,  C.Z. 

§  5.61  [Amended] 

6.  In  !  5.61,  Parcels  No.  1  and  No.  5 
are  revoked  and  reserved,  as  follows; 

§  5.61  Albrook  Air  Force  Base. 

Parcel  No.  1  [Reserved] 

•  •  •  •  • 
Parcel  No.  5  [Reserved] 

7.  In  §  5.61,  the  final  three  paragraphs 
(which  begin:  “The  directions  of  the 
lines  •  *  *”)  are  deleted,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs  are  substituted  there¬ 
for: 

The  directions  of  the  lines  refer  to  the  true 
meridian.  All  geodetic  positions  are  referred 
to  the  Panama-Colon  datum  of  the  Canal 
Zone  triangulation  system. 

The  total  area  of  Albrook  Air  Force  Base 
is  1,268.6  acres,  more  or  leee;  Parcel  No.  2 
Is  1,136.1  acres,  more  or  less;  Parcel  No.  3  Is 
319  acres,  more  or  less;  Parcel  No.  4  is  98.6 
acres,  more  or  less;  and  Parcel  No.  6  is  2.01 
acres;  and  is  as  shown  on  Canal  Zone  Gov¬ 
ernment  Drawing  No.  6116-34  (Revision  No. 

8  dated  June  27,  1974)  entitled  ‘Map  Show¬ 
ing  UJ3.  Army  and  U.S.  Air  Force  Reserva¬ 
tions — Fort  Clayton,  Corozal,  Curundu,  and 
Albrook  Air  Force  Base,  Canal  Zone,’  scale 
1:10,000  dated  May  29,  1952,  on  file  in  the 
Office  of  the  Governor,  Balboa  Heights,  C.  Z. 

8.  In  S  5.62(a),  the  final  two  para¬ 
graphs  (which  begin:  “The  directions  of 
the  lines  *  *  *  ”)  are  deleted,  and  a 
new  paroel  of  land  (Parcel  No.  4)  is 
added,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  5.62  Howard  Air  Force  Base. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Pasco.  No.  4 

Beginning  at  a  4-inch  iron  pipe  monument 
marked  "C”  located  on  tbs  northerly  bound- 
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ary  of  Parcel  No.  1  of  VA.  Naval  BaaMrattoa 
Rodman,  the  geodetic  position  of  which  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Canal  Zone  trlanguUUon  aya- 
tem,  is  in  latitude  8*68"  It.  plus  2.894.3  feet 
and  In  longitude  79*38*  W.  pita  1,804.4  feet 
from  Greenwich. 

Thence  from  said  Initial  point  by  metes 
and  bounds: 

S.  89°59'02"  W„  1.498  feet,  more  or  less, 
along  a  line  coincident  with  the  northerly 
boundary  of  Parcel  No.  1  of  US.  Naval  Reser¬ 
vation,  Rodman,  to  an  unmarked  point  No.  13 
which  Is  in  latitude  8*58'  N.  plus  2,894.3  feet 
and  79° 35’  W.  plus  3,000.0  feet. 

North,  290  feet,  more  or  leu,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  12; 

West,  265  feet,  more  or  leu,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  11.  located  at  the  back  of 
the  easterly  curb  of  Second  Street; 

Northeasterly  and  northwesterly.  495  feet, 
more  or  leu,  following  along  the  back  of  the 
above  mentioned  easterly  curb  of  Second 
Street,  to  an  unmarked  point  No.  10; 

S.  73*45’  E„  110  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an 
unmarked  point  No.  9; 

N.  18°  16'  E.,  40  feet,  more  or  leu.  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  8; 

S.  73° 45'  E.,  40  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  7; 

S.  16*15'  W.,  40  feet,  more  or  lees,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  6; 

S.  73*45'  E„  100  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  No.  5; 

N.  3*00'  E.,  190  feet,  more  or  less,  crossing 

Sago  Avenue,  to  an  unmarked  point  No.  4; 

N.  73*45'  W.,  100  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an 
unmarked  point  3-D; 

S.  16*15'  W„  60  feet,  more  or  leu,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  3-C; 

N.  73*45*  W.,  40  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  3-B; 

N.  16*15'  E.,  60  feet,  more  or  less,  to  an  un¬ 
marked  point  3— A; 

N.  73*45'  W„  160  feet,  more  or  lass,  to  an 
unmarked  point  No.  3.  located  at  the  back  of 
the  curb  of  the  northeasterly  side  of  Second 

Street; 

Northwesterly,  150  feet,  more  or  leu,  fol¬ 
lowing  along  the  back  of  the  northeasterly 
curb  of  Second  Street  and  Its  northwesterly 
prolongation,  crossing  Tamarind  Avenue,  to 
an  unmarked  point  No.  2,  located  at  the 
back  of  the  curb  on  the  northerly  side  of 
Tamarind  Avenue; 

N.  40*26'35"  E„  380  feet,  more  or  leu,  to 
an  unmarked  point  No.  1; 

S.  49*83'25"  E„  2,170  feet,  more  or  leu, 
through  monuments  B-2  and  B-3.  which 
are  2-inch  iron  pipes  set  in  concrete,  to 
monument  “C”.  which  is  a  4-inch  iron  pipe, 
the  distances  being  990  feet,  more  or  less.  325 
feet,  more  or  less,  and  855  feet,  more  or  less, 
successively,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
course.  Monument  “C"  is  In  latitude  8*68' 
N.  plus  2,894.3  feet  and  In  longitude  79*35' 
W.  plus  1,504.4  feet,  the  point  of  beginning. 

The  directions  of  the  lines  refer  to  the 
true  meridian.  All  geographic  positions 
are  referred  to  the  Panama-Colon  datum 
of  the  Canal  Zone  triangulation  system. 

The  total  area  of  Howard  Air  Force 
Base  is  6,852.7  acres,  more  or  less.  Parcel 
No.  1  contains  an  area  of  4^58  acres, 
more  or  less,  and  Is  as  shown  on  Canal 
Zone  Government  Drawing  No.  X-6121- 
47,  Sheet  1  of  2,  entitled  "Boundaries  of 
Howard  Air  Force  Base  and  Fort  Kobbe 
Army  Reservation”.  Parcel  No.  2  con¬ 
tains  an  area  of  2,488.8  acres,  more  or 
less,  and  is  as  shown  on  Canal  Zone  Gov¬ 
ernment  Drawing  No.  X-8121-^47,  Sheet 
2  of  2,  entitled  “Boundary  of  Parcel  No. 
2,  Howard  Air  Force  Base”.  Parcel  No.  3 
contains  an  area  of  77.6  acres,  more  or 
less,  and  Is  as  shown  on  Canal  Zone  Gov¬ 


ernment  Drawing  No.  X-6121-47,  Sheet 
2  of  2  entitled  "Boundary  of  Parcel  No.  2. 
Howard  Air  Force  Base”.  Parcel  No.  4 
contains  an  area  of  28.3  acres,  more  or 
less,  and  is  as  shown  on  Canal  Zone  Gov¬ 
ernment  Drawing  No.  M-61 17-46  R1 
(Revision  No.  2,  dated  April  21. 1974)  en¬ 
titled  “Fort  Clayton  Army  Reservation”. 
Drawing  No.  X-6121-47,  Sheets  1  and  2, 
Scale  1:10,000  dated  May  13,  1969  and 
Drawing  No.  M-61 17-46  Rl.  Scale  1 : 3.000, 
dated  June  27,  1955  are  on  file  in  the 
Office  of  the  Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone, 
Balboa  Heights,  Canal  Zone. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  August  15, 1974. 

(2  C.Z.C.  31,  33,  76A  Stat.  7,  35  CFR  3.3(c)) 

Dated:  July  19. 1974. 

David  S.  Parker, 
Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone. 

Approved:  August  2, 1974. 

Howard  H.  Callaway, 

Secretary  of  the  Army. 

[FR  Doc.74-19996  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


Title  36 — Parks,  Forests  and  Memorials 

CHAPTER  I— NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  7— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS,  AREAS 
OF  THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Assateague  Island  National  Seashore, 
Maryland  and  Virginia;  Operation  of 
Oversand  Vehicles 

A  proposal  was  published  at  page 
18658  of  the  Federal  Register  of  May  29, 
1974,  to  amend  Part  7  of  Title  36  of  the 
“Code  of  Federal  Regulations”  by  adding 
a  new  5  7.65(b).  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  is  to  authorize  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  system  of  oversand  permits  to 
control  and  restrict  off-road  travel  by 
oversand  vehicles  on  Assateague  Island 
National  Seashore  under  guidelines  pro¬ 
vided  by  EO  11644  (37  FR  2877)  by  re¬ 
quiring  that  motor  vehicles  must  obtain 
an  oversand  permit  before  traveling  the 
designated  off-road  routes  in  the  park 
area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  15  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  amendments. 
Consideration  having  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matters  presented,  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  should  be  and  are  hereby  adopted 
with  the  following  change.  The  final 
notice*  corrects  the  definition  given  for 
“self-contained”  vehicles  in  paragraph 
(b)  (1)  (ii)  of  the  proposed  rule  so  as  to 
describe  a  class  of  vehicles. 

This  amendment  shall  take  effect  Sep¬ 
tember  30, 1974. 

(6U.S.C.  558;  16U.S.C.  8) 

Earl  W.  Estes, 

Acting  Superintendent.  Assa¬ 
teague  Island  National  Sea¬ 
shore. 

Section  7.65  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  7.65  Assateague  Island  National  Sea¬ 
shore. 


(b)  Operation  of  over  sand  vehicles — 

(1)  Definitions.  In  addition  to  the  defi¬ 
nitions  found  in  §5  1-2  and  4.1  of  this 
chapter,  the  following  terms  or  phrases, 
when  used  in  this  section,  have  the  mean¬ 
ings  hereinafter  respectively  ascribed  to 
them. 

(i)  Oversand  vehicle.  Any  motorized 
vehicle  which  is  capable  of  traveling  over 
sand  including — but  not  limited  to — 
over- the -road  vehicles  such  as  beach- 
buggies,  four-wheel-drive  vehicles,  pick¬ 
up  trucks,  and  standard  automobiles. 

(11)  Self  Contained  vehicle.  Any  towed 
or  self  propelled  camping  vehicle  that  is 
equipped  with  a  toilet  and  a  permanently 
installed,  waste,  storage  tank  capable  of 
holding  a  minimum  of  2  days  volume  of 
material. 

(iii)  Park  area.  Any  federally  owned 
or  controlled  lands  within  the  author¬ 
ized  boundaries  of  Assateague  Island 
National  Seashore  which  are  under  the 
administrative  jurisdiction  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service, 

(iv)  Primary  dune.  Barriers  or  mounds 
of  sand  which  are  either  naturally  cre¬ 
ated  or  artificially  established  bayward 
of  the  beach  berm  which  absorb  or  dis¬ 
sipate  the  wave  energy  of  high  tides 
and  coastal  storms. 

(v)  Dunes  crossing.  A  maintained  ve¬ 
hicle  accessway  over  a  primary  dune 
designated  and  marked  as  a  dunes 
crossing. 

(2)  Oversand  permits.  No  oversand  ve¬ 
hicle,  other  than  an  authorized  emer¬ 
gency  vehicle,  shall  be  operated  on  a 
beach  or  designated  oversand  route  in 
the  park  area  except  under  an  oversand 
permit  issued  by  the  Superintendent. 

(i)  The  Superintendent  is  authorized 
to  establish  a  system  of  oversand  permits. 
Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  may 
apply  to  the  Superintendent  for  a  permit. 
Before  granting  the  permit,  the  Super¬ 
intendent  shall  consider  whether  or  not 
the  nature  and  extent  of  use  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  criteria  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  3  and  4  of  EO  11644  (37  FR  2877) 
including  such  factors  as  other  visitor 
uses,  safety,  wildlife  management,  noise, 
erosion,  geography,  weather,  vegetation, 
resource  protection,  and  other  manage¬ 
ment  considerations. 

(A)  On  this  basis,  the  Superintendent 
may  approve  the  application,  deny  the 
application,  or  grant  the  application  with 
appropriate  limitations  or  restrictions. 

(ii)  Oversand  permits  may  be  issued 
for  periods  of  1  day  to  1  year  depending 
on  the  reasonable  requirements  of  the 
applicant. 

(iii)  No  permit  will  be  issued  for  a 
vehicle : 

(A)  Which  Is  not  equipped  to  travel 
over  sand  and  which  does  not  contain 
the  following  equipment  to  be  carried 
at  all  times  when  traveling  on  a  beach 
or  designated  oversand  route  in  the  park: 
shovel,  jack,  tow  rope  or  chain,  board  or 
similar  support  for  the  jack,  and  low 
pressure  tire  gauge; 

(B)  Which  does  not  conform  to  ap¬ 
plicable  State  laws  having  to  do  with 
licensing,  registering,  inspecting,  and  in¬ 
suring  of  such  vehicles; 

(C)  Which  fails  to  comply  with  pro¬ 
visions  of  §5  4.12,  4.19,  and  4.21;  and 
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(D)  Which  has  a  manufacturer’s  rated 
capacity  in  excess  of  1  ton  or,  for  a  travel 
trailer  in  excess  of  26  feet  long:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  application  may  be  made  to 
the  Superintendent  for  a  single  trip  per¬ 
mit  for  a  vehicle  of  greater  capacity  or 
length  when  such  use  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  purposes  of  these  regulations. 

(iv)  Oversand  permits  are  not  trans¬ 
ferable  and  shall  be  carried  by  the  op¬ 
erator  of  the  vehicle  for  which  it  has 
been  issued  while  traveling  in  the  park. 

It  shall  be  displayed  as  directed  by  the 
Superintendent  at  the  time  of  issuance. 

(3)  Authorized  and  prohibited  travel. 

(i)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
section  and  in  applicable  parts  of  Parts 
2  and  4  of  this  chapter,  travel  by  over¬ 
sand  vehicles  is  permitted  as  follows: 

(A)  In  Maryland  south  of  the  State 
park,  daily  throughout  the  year  at  any 
time,  on  a  designated  oversand  route 
bayward  of  the  primary  dime  and  on 
designated  portions  of  a  beach  seaward 
of  the  primary  dune. 

(B)  In  Virginia  on  the  Toms  Cove 
Hook  area,  daily  throughout  the  year 
from  4  a.m.  to  10  p.m.,  along  designated 
portions  of  a  beach  seaward  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  dune. 

(ii)  Travel  by  motorcycles  is  permitted 
only  on  the  public  highways  and  parking 
areas  within  the  park  area. 

(iii)  (A)  Travel  by  self-contained  ve¬ 
hicles  is  permitted  under  paragraph 
(3)(i)  of  this  section  provided  that  no 
overnight  parking  is  allowed  on  a  beach 
seaward  of  the  primary  dune  at  any  time. 

(B)  In  Maryland  south  of  the  State 
park,  such  vehicles  may  use  designated 
self-contained  areas  bayward  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  dunes  for  overnight  parking. 

(C)  In  Virginia,  fishermen,  who  obtain 
a  special  overnight  beach  fishing  permit, 
may  remain  in  the  park  area  between  the 
hours  of  10  p.m.  one  day  and  4  a.m.  the 
following  day  subject  to  special  regula¬ 
tions  jointly  Issued  by  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  and  the  Refuse  Manager,  Chine o- 
teague  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

(iv)  Travel  within  the  park  area  by 
authorized  emergency  vehicles  is  per¬ 
mitted  at  any  time. 

<v)  Travel  by  oversand  vehicles,  other 
than  authorized  emergency  vehicles,  is 
prohibited  in  the  following  portions  of 
the  park  area  subject,  however,  to  exist¬ 
ing  rights  of  Ingress  and  egress: 

(A)  Between  the  Assateague  State 
Park  and  the  Ocean  City  Inlet. 

(B)  On  the  beach  seaward  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  dune  within  designated  portions  of 
the  North  Beach  and  Toms  Cove  public 
use  complex. 

(C)  Provided,  however.  That  the  Su¬ 
perintendent  may  establish  times  when 
oversand  vehicles  may  use  portion  of 
the  beach  in  either  the  Maryland  or  Vir¬ 
ginia  public  use  complex  by  the  posting 
of  appropriate  signs  or  marking  on  a  map 
which  may  be  available  at  the  office  of 
the  Superintendent — or  both. 

(vi)  When  oversand  vehicle  use  in  a 
particular  zone  exceeds  12  vehicles  per 
mile  of  beach,  the  Superintendent  may 
temporarily  close  or  limit  access  to  that 
zone  until  a  lower  level  of  use  is  reestab¬ 
lished. 


(4)  Rules  of  the  road,  (i)  Oversand  ve¬ 
hicles  shall  be  operated  only  In  estab¬ 
lished  tracks  on  designated  portions  of 
the  park  area.  No  such  vehicles  shall  be 
operated  on  any  portion  of  a  dune  except 
at  posted  crossings  nor  shall  such  vehi¬ 
cles  be  driven  so  as  to  cut  circles  or 
otherwise  needlessly  deface  the  sand. 

(ii)  Oversand  vehicles  shall  not  be 
parked  so  as  to  interfere  with  the  flow 
of  traffic  on  designated  oversand  routes. 
Such  vehicles  may  not  park  overnight  on 
a  beach  seaward  of  the  primary  dune 
unless  one  member  of  the  party  is  ac¬ 
tively  engaged  in  fishing  at  all  times. 
Towed  travel  trailers  used  as  self-con¬ 
tained  vehicles  in  the  off -road  portion  of 
the  park  area  may  not  be  parked  on  a 
beach  seaward  of  the  primary  dunes. 

(iii)  Upon  approaching  or  passing 
within  100  feet  of  a  person  on  foot,  the 
operator  of  an  oversand  vehicle  shall 
reduce  speed  to  15  miles  per  hour.  Speed 
at  other  times  on  any  designated  over¬ 
sand  route  shall  not  exceed  25  miles  per 
hour. 

(iv)  When  two  vehicles  approach  from 
opposite  directions  in  the  same  track, 
both  operators  shall  reduce  speed;  and 
the  operator  with  the  ocean  on  his  right 
shall  pull  out  of  the  track  to  allow  the 
other  vehicle  to  pass. 

(v)  Passengers  shall  not  ride  on  the 
fenders,  hood,  roof,  or  tailgate,  or  in  any 
other  position  outside  of  a  moving  over¬ 
sand  vehicle;  and  such  vehicles  shall  not 
be  used  to  tow  a  person  on  any  recrea¬ 
tional  device  over  the  sand  or  in  the  air 
or  water  of  the  park  area. 

(vi)  During  an  emergency,  the  Super¬ 
intendent  may  close  the  park;  or  he  may 
suspend  for  such  period  as  he  shall  deem 
advisable  any  or  all  of  the  foregoing 
regulations  in  the  interest  of  public  safe¬ 
ty;  and  he  may  announce  such  closure 
or  suspension  by  whatever  means  are 
available. 

(5)  Violations.  In  addition  to  the  pen¬ 
alties  prescribed  in  §  1.3  of  this  chapter, 
the  Superintendent  may  suspend  or  re¬ 
voke  any  oversand  permit  issued  under 
this  part  for  violation  of  the  foregoing 
regulations.  Failure  to  operate  a  motor 
vehicle  in  conformance  with  the  terms 
of  a  permit  shall  be  deemed  a  violation 
of  these  regulations. 

[FR  Doc.74-20126  Piled  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

Title  39 — Postal  Service 
CHAPTER  t— U.S.  POSTAL  SERVICE 
MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
POSTAL  SERVICE  MANUAL 

Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service 
Manual,  which  has  been  incorporated  by 
reference  in  the  Federal  Register  (see 
39  CFR  111.1),  has  been  amended  by 
the  issuance  of  Post  Office  Services 
(Domestic)  Transmittal  Letter  29,  Is¬ 
sue  81,  dated  August  15, 1974. 

In  accordance  with  39  CFR  111.3  no¬ 
tice  of  these  changes  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  that  section  and  the  text 
of  the  changes  is  filed  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  Sub¬ 
scribers  to  the  Manual  will  receive  these 
amendments  automatically  from  the 


Government  Printing  Office.  (For  other 
availability  of  Chapter  I  of  the  Postal 
Service  Manual,  see  39  CFR  111.2). 

Description  of  these  amendments  to 
Chapter  I  of  the  Postal  Service  Manual 
follows: 

PART  144 — POSTAGE  METERS  AND 
METER  STAMPS 

1.  New  section  144.38  is  added  to  pro¬ 
vide  official  instructions  for  the  on-site 
meter  setting  program. 

2.  Existing  sections  144.31,  144.32  and 
144.33  are  amended  in  conformity  with 
new  section  144.38. 

3.  Sections  144.61g,  144.61h  and  144.63 
are  amended  to  require  that  unresolved 
meter  discrepancies,  use  of  unauthor¬ 
ized  meters,  and  lost  and  stolen  meters 
shall  be  reported  to  the  regional  con¬ 
troller  instead  of  the  regional  mail  clas¬ 
sification  branch. 

4.  Section  144.63  is  also  amended  to 
direct  postmasters  to  cooperate  with 
postage  meter  manufacturers  in  the  lo¬ 
cation  of  meter  licensees  who  have  moved 
without  providing  a  forwarding  address. 

5.  Section  144.734c  is  amended  to  clar¬ 
ify  procedures  regarding  meter  opera¬ 
tors  delivering  postage-due  mail  to  win¬ 
dow  callers. 

PART  159— UNDELIVERABLE  MAIL 

6.  Section  159.772b (2)  is  amended  to 
update  the  address  of  the  Money  Order 
Division. 

7.  Section  159.813d  is  renumbered 
159.813e  and  new  159.813d  is  added  to 
require  the  destruction  of  any  exposed 
or  developed  photographic  material 
found  in  dead  mail.  A  corresponding 
change  is  made  in  159.851  by  limiting  the 
sale  of  photographic  matter  found  in 
dead  mail  to  unexposed  matter. 


PART  169— POST  OFFICE  BOXES 

8.  New  {  169.27  is  added  to  provide 
procedures  to  collect  increased  fees  when 
there  is  a  general  change  in  the  box  rent 
fee  schedule. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  39 
CFR  111.3  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following: 

PART  III— GENERAL  INORFMATION  ON 
POSTAL  SERVICE 

§  111.3  Amendments  to  Chapter  I  of 
Postal  Service  Manual. 

•  •  •  •  * 

AMENDMENTS  TO  POSTAL  SERVICE  MANUAL 

Transmittal  Letter:  Letter  29,  Issue  81; 
Dated:  8/16/74;  F.R.  Publication:  39 
FR  31634. 

These  amendments  are  effective  im¬ 
mediately,  with  the  exception  of  §  169.27, 
which  was  adopted  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  27, 1974  as  new 
paragraph  (g)  of  9  169.2  of  Title  39,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  see  39  FR  23261. 

(6  UJ3.C.  562(a),  89  U.S.C.  401,  404,  407,  408, 
3001-8011,  3201-18,  8408-06,  3601,  3621  and 
60  U.S.C.  1468-64.) 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 
[FR  Doc.74-20163  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 
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Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I — ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  E — PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 
JPBL  S  66-6 1 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

p-Chtorophenoxyacetic  Acid 

In  response  to  a  petition  (PP  8E0732) 
submitted  by  Dr.  C.  C.  Compton,  Coordi¬ 
nator,  Interregional  Research  Project 
No.  4,  State  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station,  Rutgers  University.  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  NJ  08903,  on  behalf  of  California 
tomato  growers  and  the  University  of 
California.  Riverside,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  18,  1974  (39  FR  21058) ,  proposing 
establishment  of  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  plant  regulator  p-chlorophenoxy- 
acetic  acid  and  its  metabolite  p-chloro- 
phenol  in  or  on  tomatoes  at  0.05  part  per 
million.  No  comments  or  requests  for 
referral  to  an  advisory  committee  were 
received. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
should  be  adopted  and  that  §  180.319 
Interim  tolerances  be  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  item  “p-chlorophenoxyacetic 
acid  •  *  •**  from  the  list  of  items  in 
the  table. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 
346a  (e) ) ,  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  FR  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Pesticide  Programs  (39  FR 
18805),  Part  180  is  amended  as  follows; 

§  180.319  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  180.319  Interim  tolerances,  by 
deleting  the  item  “p-Clorophenoxya- 
cetic  acid  *  *  *.’’ 

2.  By  revising  $  180.202  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  180.202  p-Chlorophenoxyneetic  acid; 
tolerances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  com¬ 
bined  residues  of  the  plant  regulator 
p-chlorophenoxyacetic  acid  and  its 
metabolities  p-chlorophenol  In  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities  as  follows: 

2  parts  per  million  in  or  on  mung  bean 
sprouts  to  inhibit  embryonic  root 
development. 

0.05  part  per  million  in  or  on  tomatoes. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  on  or  before  September  30, 1974. 
file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency.  Room  1019E, 
4th  &  M  Streets,  SW.,  Waterside  Mall, 
Washington.  D.C.  20460,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  in  quintuplicate.  Objections 
shall  show  wherein  the  person  filing  will 
be  adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 


state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing 
will  be  granted  If  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  In  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  August  30.  1974. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C.  346*(e)> 
Dated:  August  23, 1974. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson. 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

[FR  Doc.74-20065  Filed  8-29-74;«:45  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  101— FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER  E — SUPPLY  AND  PROCUREMENT 
(FPMR  Amdt.  E-149] 

'PART  101-32— GOVERNMENT-WIDE 

AUTOMATED  DATA  MANAGEMENT 

SERVICES 

Sole  Source  and  Other  ADPE 
Procurements 

In  Subpart  101-32.4,  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  noncompetitive  (sole  source) 
ADPE  procurements  are  provided,  and 
the  copy  requirements  of  the  Agency 
Procurement  Request  (APR)  are  in¬ 
creased. 

The  table  of  the  contents  for  Part 
161-32  is  amended  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  entry: 

101-32.403-5  Restrictions  on  sole  source 
ADPE  procurements. 

Subpart  101-32.4 — Procurement  and 
Contracting 

Section  101-32.403-5  is  added  and  the 
introductory  paragraph  of  S  101-32.404  is 
revised  as  follows: 

§  101—32.403—5  Restrictions  on  sole 
source  ADPE  procurements. 

(a)  Sole  source  procurement  of  ADPE 
in  excess  of  $50,000  over  the  systems  life 
by  either  lease  or  purchase  is  permitted 
only  after  a  delegation  of  procurement 
authority  (DP A)  is  provided  by  GSA. 
Where  a  sole  source  procurement  appears 
to  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  agencies  shall  submit  to  GSA  a 
request  for  a  DPA  accompanied  by  a 
statement  or  determination  and  finding 
justifying  the  requested  action.  The  de¬ 
termination  and  finding  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  under  the  provisions  of  FPMR 
101-26.105(b),  signed  by  the  contracting 
officer,  and  approved  by  the  head  of  the 
agency  or  his  authorized  designee.  The 
determination  and  finding  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  certification  of  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  specifications  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  GSA  directives. 

(b)  A  copy  of  the  contract  or  pur¬ 
chase/delivery  order  issued  against  a 
GSA  ADP  Schedule  contract  shall  be 
forwarded  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (CDPD) ,  Washington.  DXJ. 
20405,  for  each  sole  source  acquisition 


of  ADPE  when  the  dollar  value  involved 
Is  between  $10,000  and  $50,000.  Those 
documents  shall  be  clearly  marked  “sole 
source  procurement." 

§  101—32.404  Request  for  procurement 
action. 

Immediately  upon  determination  that 
the  conditions  of  the  contemplated  pro¬ 
curement  are  not  covered  by  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  f  101-32.403,  or  where  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  contemplated  procure¬ 
ment  change  at  any  time  during  the 
procurement  cycle  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  remove  it  from  these  provisions,  four 
copies  of  the  APR  and  such  other  docu¬ 
ments  as  may  be  applicable  shall  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  (CPS) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20405. 
It  will  be  presumed  that  the  policies  and 
guidance  stated  in  applicable  GSA  and 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  directives  have  been  complied 
with  prior  to  forwarding  such  documen¬ 
tation  to  GSA.  The  APR  shall : 

*  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  205(c) ,  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)  ) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  was  ef¬ 
fective  July  1,  1974. 

Dated:  August  21, 1974. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson. 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

(FR  Doc.74  20112  Filed  8  29-74; 8:45  am| 


Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  4 — DEPARTMENT  HEARINGS  AND 
APPEALS  PROCEDURES 

Subpart  D — Special  Rules  Applicable  to 
Proceedings  in  Indian  Probate,  Including 
Hearings  and  Appeals 

Indian  Probate 

On  June  13,  1973,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR  15516- 
15519)  a  notice  and  text  of  proposed  pro¬ 
cedural  rules  pertaining  to  purchase  by 
certain  Indian  tribes  of  decedents’  Inter¬ 
ests  in  trust  or  restricted  lands  under 
special  laws  applicable  to  particular  res¬ 
ervations.  The  proposal  was  to  amend 
Department  Hearings  and  Appeals  Pro¬ 
cedures  In  Part  4  of  Title  43  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  by  adding  to  the 
regulations  In  Subpart  D— Special  Rules 
Applicable  to  Proceedings  in  Indian  Pro¬ 
bate,  Including  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
procedural  rules  necessary  for  carrying 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  December 
31,  1970  (Pi.  91-627  ;  84  Stat.  1874;  25 
U.S.C.  607)  amending  section  7  of  the 
Act  of  August  9,  1946  <60  Stat.  968;  25 
U.S.C.  607) ;  the  Act  of  August  10,  1972 
(P.L.  92-377;  86  Stat.  530) ;  and  the  Act 
of  September  29,  1972  (P.L.  92-443;  86 
Stat.  744).  These  statutes  grant  to  the 
Yakima  Tribes  of  Washington,  the  Con¬ 
federated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs 
Reservation  of  Oregon,  and  the  Nez  Perce 
Tribe  of  Idaho  the  right  to  elect  to  exer¬ 
cise,  at  any  time  while  the  decedent’s 
estate  is  pending  before  the  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge  but  for  not  less  thaw  2 
years  from  the  date  of  decedent’s  death, 
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its  statutory  option  to  purchase,  at  fair 
market  value  as  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  after  appraisal, 
certain  interests  in  trust  or  restricted 
land  which  would  othewise  be  inherited 
by  beneficiaries  of  the  decedent  who  are 
not  enrolled  members  of  such  Tribes 
and,  in  some  instances  by  members  who 
fail  to  show  one-fourth  degree  or  more 
blood  quantum  of  such  Tribes.  The  stat¬ 
utes  provide  further  that  where  a  sur¬ 
viving  spouse  of  a  decedent  is  prevented 
from  acquiring  a  devise  or  inheritance, 
such  spouse  may,  upon  request,  be  de¬ 
termined  to  have  a  life  estate  in  one-half 
of  the  interest  acquired  by  the  Tribe, 
the  value  of  the  life  estate  to  be  reflected 
in  any  appraisal  of  the  interests  in  trust 
or  restricted  land  acquired  by  the  Tribe. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  to  the  proposal.  Communica¬ 
tions  were  received  and  responses  given, 
and  a  conference  was  held  thereafter  to 
consider  the  views  presented.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  the  original  notice 
were  changed  in  light  of  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions  and  objections  received.  Princi¬ 
pal  changes  which  were  made  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  In  the  proposed  regulations  in 
§§  4.301-4.305  it  was  contemplated  that 
in  the  majority  of  probate  cases  it  would 
be  feasible  for  those  issues  arising  from 
the  tribe’s  statutory  option  to  purchase 
to  be  added  to  and  settled  at  a  single 
hearing  held  in  the  probate  to  determine 
the  heirs  and  to  consider  the  will.  It  be¬ 
came  evident  that  the  general  consensus 
of  interested  parties  was  that  such  pro¬ 
cedure  was  not  feasible.  Consequently, 

8  4.301  was  revised.  Probate  of  the  estate 
under  §§4.200-4.296  is  to  be  completed 
upon  issuance  of  the  final  decision  deter¬ 
mining  the  rights  of  the  heirs  or  the 
devisees  and  their  respective  interests  in 
the  estate  prior  to  the  initiation  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  determine  the  right  of  the 
Tribe  to  take  those  interests. 

2.  In  the  proposed  regulations  it  was 
provided  that  the  appraisal  required  by 
statute  should  reflect  the  value  of  the 
interest  to  be  taken  by  the  Tribe  as  of 
the  date  of  the  decedent’s  death.  As  a 
result  of  the  change  described  in  para¬ 
graph  1  above,  it  became  necessary  to 
allow  a  greater  time  interval  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  probate.  This  in  turn  could 
create  an  unfair  result  in  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  fair  market  value  during  a  period 
of  fluctuating  market  values.  Therefore 
a  change  is  reflected  in  §  4.304  which  now 
provides  that  fair  market  value  is  to  be 
determined  as  of  the  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  or  the  date  of  any  stipulation  fixing 
the  value,  after  appraisal.  The  appraisal 
shall  show  the  value  estimated  at  the 
date  of  inspection,  which  shall  be  no  more 
than  six  months  prior  to  the  date  of  hear¬ 
ing  to  fix  or  of  a  stipulation  fixing  the 
value.  An  earlier  existing  appraisal  may 
be  supplemented  with  or  without  inspec¬ 
tion  as  circumstances  may  require. 

3.  The  proposal  provided  in  §  4.305 
that  payment  of  the  fair  market  yalue 
by  the  Tribe  was  required  within  60  days 
of  the  decision  in  which  it  was  estab¬ 
lished.  The  three  Tribes  affected  by  the 


statutes  successfully  showed  that  this 
requirement  created  an  intolerable  fi¬ 
nancial  hardship  which  would  in  effect 
defeat  the  purpose  of  the  statutes  en¬ 
acted  for  their  benefit.  The  regulations 
which  follow  provide  in  §  4.311  that  time 
for  payment  of  the  fair  market  value  may 
be  extended  over  a  two-year  period  after 
entry  of  the  decision  fixing  the  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value. 

4.  Title  in  the  Tribe  cannot  be  declared 
complete  until  full  payment  has  been 
made.  In  conjunction  with  the  revision 
of  the  rule  described  in  paragraph  3 
above  to  allow  time  for  payment,  it  was 
necessary  to  consider  the  possibility  of 
failure  or  refusal  of  the  Tribe  to  com¬ 
plete  the  transaction.  In  order  to  remove 
any  doubt  as  to  the  effect  of  a  partial 
payment  followed  by  a  default,  §  4.313(b) 
was  written  to  require  issuance  of  a  deci¬ 
sion  confirming  title  in  the  heirs  or  de¬ 
visees  where  appropriate. 

The  regulations  reflect  the  authority 
delegated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  administrative  law  judges  of  the  Hear¬ 
ings  Division  of  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  and  to  the  Board  of  In¬ 
dian  Appeals  in  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  to 
determine  for  the  Department,  after  full 
opportunity  for  hearing  before  such 
judges,  the  entitlement  of  the  Tribes  to 
acquire  decedents’  interests  under  the 
statutes  concerned,  the  entitlement  of  a 
surviving  spouse  to  retain  a  life  estate 
in  one-half  of  the  interest  acquired  by 
the  Tribe,  and  the  fair  market  value  of 
such  interests  with  adjustment  where 
appropriate  to  compensate  for  the  value 
of  any  life  estate  reserved  by  a  surviving 
spouse. 

As  special  rules  within  Subpart  D  of 
the  Department  Hearings  and  Appeals 
Procedures,  the  revised  regulations  pro¬ 
vide  also  that,  to  the  extent  they  are  not 
inconsistent  with  the  rules  in  Subpart  D, 
the  general  rules  applicable  to  all  types 
of  proceedings  before  the  Hearings  Di¬ 
vision  and  the  several  Appeals  Boards 
of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
contained  in  Subparts  A  and  B  of  Part  4, 
will  be  applicable  to  proceedings  under 
these  regulations. 

Effective  date.  These  regulations  shall 
be  effective  September  30, 1974,  and  shall 
govern  all  proceedings  not  closed,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  statutes  concerned. 

Dated:  August 22, 1974. 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

1.  The  center  heading  which  precedes 
the  regulations  in  Subpart  D  is  amended 
to  include  the  subject  of  the  additional 
rules  provided  herein.  As  amended,  the 
center  heading  reads  as  follows: 
Determinations  of  Heirs  and  Approval 

of  Wills,  Except  as  to  Members  of 
the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  and  Osage 
Indians;  Tribal  Purchase  of  Interests 
Under  Special  Statutes 

2.  §  4.200  is  amended  by  adding  a  sen- 
thence  at  the  end  of  the  section  to  refer 
to  the  additional  procedural  rules  being 
incorporated  within  the  subpart,  as 
follows: 


§  4.200  Scope  of  regulations. 

•  *  *  Included  within  §  §  4.300  through 
4.317  are  supplemental  procedural  rules 
applicable  to  determinations  as  to  Tribal 
purchase  of  certain  property  interests 
of  decedents  under  special  laws  appli¬ 
cable  to  particular  Tribes. 

3.  In  §  4.201,  paragraph  (i)  is  amended 
to  include  in  the  term  “parties  In  in¬ 
terest”  any  Tribe  having  a  statutory  op¬ 
tion  to  purchase  interests  of  a  decedent. 
As  amended,  paragraph  (i)  of  §  4.201 
reads  as  follows: 

§  4.201  Definitions. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(i)  The  term  “parties  in  interest” 
means  any  presumptive  or  actual  heir, 
any  beneficiary  under  a  will,  any  party 
asserting  a  claim  against  a  deceased  In¬ 
dian’s  estate,  and  any  Tribe  having  a 
statutory  option  to  purchase  interests  of 
a  decedent. 

»  *  •  •  • 

4.  §  4.210  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  4.210  Commencement  of  probate. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Where  a  Tribe  has  a  statutory 
option  to  purchase  interests  of  a  de¬ 
cedent  the  Superintendent  shall  include 
in  the  data  specified  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  a  showing  of  the  enrollment 
status  in  all  cases  and  where  required  by 
statute  the  blood  quantum  in  the  Tribe 
concerned,  with  respect  to  each  probable 
heir  and  devisee,  and  the  inventory  shall 
be  verified  by  the  title  plant  designated 
under  section  4.236(b)  that  it  is  com¬ 
plete  and  accurate. 

5.  §  4.211  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (d)  reading  as  follows : 

§  4.211  Notice. 

*  »  •  »  * 

(d)  Tribes  to  be  charged  with  notice  of 
death  and  probate.  When  a  record  re¬ 
veals  that  a  Tribe  has  a  stautory  option 
to  purchase  interests  of  a  decedent,  such 
Tribe  shall  be  notified  of  the  pendency 
of  a  proceeding  by  the  judge  having  pro¬ 
bate  jurisdiction  in  such  proceeding,  and 
the  judge’s  certificate  of  mailing  of  no¬ 
tice  of  probate  hearing  or  of  a  final  de¬ 
cision  in  probate  to  the  Tribe  at  its 
record  address  shall  be  conclusive  evi¬ 
dence  for  all  purposes  that  the  Tribe 
had  notice  of  decedent’s  death  and  notice 
of  the  pendency  of  the  probate  proceed¬ 
ings. 

6.  A  center  heading,  a  table  of  con¬ 
tents,  and  §8  4.300  through  4.317  are 
added,  to  read  as  follows : 

Tribal  Purchase  of  Interests  Under 
Special  Statutes 

Sec. 

4.300  Authority  and  scope. 

4.301  Conclusion  of  probate  and  procedures 

after  conclusion  of  probate. 

4.302  Election  by  surviving  spouse  to  re¬ 

serve  life  estate. 

4.303  Appraisal  prior  to  conclusion  of  pro¬ 

bate. 

4.304  Appraisal  as  evidence  of  fair  market 

value. 

4.306  Hearing;  notice;  burden  of  proof. 

4.300  Decision  after  hearing. 
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4 .307  Decision  after  stipulation. 

4.308  Notice  and  finality  of  decision. 

4.309  Termination  of  probate. 

4.310  Procedures  for  payment  of  earnest 

money. 

4.311  Time  for  payment  of  balance  plus 

Interest. 

4.312  Disposition  of  Income. 

4.313  Disposition  of  title  after  full  payment 

or  default. 

4.314  Omitted  property,  (supplemental  to 

§  4.272) 

4.315  Improperly  Included  property,  (sup¬ 

plemental  to  S  4.273) 

4.316  Reopening,  (supplemental  to  $  4.242) 

4.317  Compromise  settlement,  (supplemen¬ 

tal  to  §  4.207) 

§  4.300  Authority  and  scope. 

(a)  The  rules  and  procedures  set  forth 
In  $3  4.300  through  4.317  apply  only  to 
proceedings  In  Indian  probate  which  re¬ 
late  to  Tribal  acquisition  of  certain  in¬ 
terests  of  decedents  in  trust  and  re¬ 
stricted  lands,  as  provided  by: 

(1)  The  Act  of  December  31,  1970 
(P.L.  91-627;  84  Stat.  1874;  25  U.S.C. 

8  607) ,  amending  section  7  of  the  Act  of 
August  9,  1946  (60  Stat.  968;  25  U.S.C. 

8  607) ,  with  respect  to  trust  or  restricted 
land  within  the  Yakima  Reservation  or 
within  the  area  ceded  by  the  Treaty  of 
June  9,  1855  (12  Stat.  1951) ; 

(2)  The  Act  of  August  10,  1972  (Pi. 
92-377;  86  Stat.  530);  with  respect  to 
trust  or  restricted  lands  within  the  Warm 
Springs  Reservation  or  within  the  area 
ceded  by  the  Treaty  of  June  25,  1855  (12 
Stat.  37); 

(3)  The  Act  of  September  29,  1972 
(P.L.  92-443;  86  Stat.  744) ;  with  respect 
to  trust  or  restricted  land  within  the 
Nez  Perce  Indian  Reservation  or  within 
the  area  ceded  by  the  Treaty  of  June  11, 
1855  (12  Stat.  957); 

(4)  Any  other  applicable  statute. 
(b)(1)  In  the  exercise  of  probate  au¬ 
thority,  administrative  law  Judges  and 
the  Board  of  Indian  Appeals,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  shall  determine  the  entitlement 
of  the  Tribe  to  acquire  decedents’  in¬ 
terests  in  trust  or  restricted  lands  under 
the  statutes;  the  entitlement  of  a  surviv¬ 
ing  spouse  to  retain  a  life  estate  in  one- 
half  of  the  interest  acquired  by  the 
Tribe;  and  the  fair  market  value  of  such 
Interests,  including  the  value  of  any  life 
estate  reserved  by  a  surviving  spouse. 

(2)  In  the  determination  under  para¬ 
graph^)  (1)  hereof  of  the  entitlement 
of  the  Tribe  to  take  and  pay  for  the  in¬ 
terests  of  an  l.eir,  devisee  or  spouse,  the 
issues  of:  (i)  Enrollment  or  refusal  of 
the  Tribe  to  enroll  a  specific  individual; 
and  (ii)  the  specification  of  the  blood 
quantum,  where  pertinent,  may  require 
determination  by  the  judge  after  notice 
and  hearing:  Provided  that  if  either  such 
issue  has  been  previously  finally  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  Department  after  an  ap¬ 
peal,  that  decision  shall  be  admitted  in 
evidence  and  shall  be  controlling.  The 
fair  market  value  of  the  interests  to  be 
paid  for  by  the  Tribe  sha’l  be  determined 
by  the  judge  after  notice  and  hearing, 
except  that  upon  approval  by  the  judge, 
the  hearing  may  be  waived  in  writing 
upon  a  stipulation  entered  into  after 


appraisal  by  the  Tribe  and  by  the  parties 
having  a  share  in  said  tract  or  interests. 

§  4.301  Conclusion  of  probate  and  pro¬ 
cedures  after  conclusion  of  probate. 

(a)  Conclusion  of  probate;  findings  in 
the  probate  decision.  When  a  decedent  is 
shown  to  have  owned  land  interests  in 
and  on  any  one  or  more  of  the  reserva¬ 
tions  mentioned  in  the  statutes  enumer¬ 
ated  in  8  4.300,  the  probate  proceedings 
relative  to  determination  of  heirs,  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  a  will  and  the 
claims  of  creditors  shall  first  be  con¬ 
cluded  as  final  for  the  Department  in 
accord  with  88  4.200-4.296  of  this  Sub¬ 
part  D.  This  decision,  a  copy  of  which  is 
distributed  to  all  parties  in  interest  un¬ 
der  those  procedures,  will  be  referred  to 
herein  as  the  “probate  decision.”  In  the 
probate  decision,  a  special  preliminary 
finding  shall  be  made  on  the  record  then 
existing  showing  those  interests  in  land, 
if  any,  on  the  reservations  in  question 
which  pass  to  specific  heirs  or  devisees 
subject  to  a  statutory  option  held  by  a 
Tribe  to  take  such  interest  at  its  fair 
market  value.  If  an  appraisal  or  a  sup¬ 
plemental  thereof  of  the  property  has 
been  filed,  the  summary  regardless  of 
date,  shall  be  attached  to  the  probate 
decision  for  the  information  of  the  par¬ 
ties  subject  to  further  revision  pursuant 
to  §  4.304.  If  the  findings  are  that  there 
are  none,  the  case  shall  stand  concluded 
and  88  4.306,  4.307,  and  4.308  shall  not 
apply. 

(b)  Tribe’s  notice  of  election  to  take. 
Immediately  when  a  probate  decision  be¬ 
comes  final,  a  notice  of  finality  and  order 
of  distribution  of  the  estate  at  the  end 
of  a  period  of  65.  days  shall  be  issued  and 
mailed  by  the  judge  to  the  parties  in 
interest  including  the  Tribe  or  Tribes 
having  an  option.  Each  Tribe  may  then 
elect  within  45  days  of  the  date  of  mail¬ 
ing  the  notice,  and  not  thereafter,  to 
take  under  the  statutes  all  or  a  part  of 
the  available  interests  specified  in  the 
probate  decision.  If  a  Tribe  shall  claim 
other,  or  additional  interests  beyond 
those  enumerated  in  the  probate  deci¬ 
sion,  it  shall  set  forth  in  its  claim  the 
exact  interests  claimed  and  the  grounds 
for  such  claim,  but  if  lesser  interests  are 
claimed,  it  need  only  describe  those 
claimed.  Notice  of  the  election  shall  be 
filed  by  the  Tribe  with  the  judge.  Copies 
shall  be  mailed  on  the  same  date  by  the 
Tribe  to  the  affected  heirs  or  devisees 
and  the  Tribe  shall  file  a  certificate  that 
this  has  been  done.  On  failure  to  mail 
the  notice  to  the  affected  heirs  or  devi¬ 
sees,  it  may  be  disregarded.  The  right  to 
distribution  of  all  unclaimed  interests 
shall  accrue  to  the  heirs  or  devisees  upon 
the  expiration  of  the  45-day  period. 

(c)  Tribe’s  general  noitce  to  take; 
presumption  of  election  to  take.  Nothing 
herein  shall  prevent  a  Tribe  from  mak¬ 
ing  a  general  election  to  claim  all  inter¬ 
ests  becoming  available  in  all  probates, 
but  the  findings  in  the  probate  decision 
as  to  the  identity  and  quantum  of  the 
interests  will  become  final  at  the  end  of 
the  45-day  period  specified  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section  in  each  case  as  to  the 


Tribe’s  right  unless  the  Tribe  has  timely 
filed  its  claim  to  a  different,  a  larger  or 
a  lesser  quantum. 

(d)  Presumption  of  notice;  statement 
of  objections  and  demand  for  hearing. 
Unless  otherwise  notified  by  the  filing 
of  a  Tribal  election  to  take,  all  affected 
heirs  or  devisees  whose  interests  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  statute  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  notice  of  the  Tribe’s  intent  to  take 
under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  upon 
issuance  and  mailing  of  the  judge’s 
probate  decision  setting  forth  the  ap¬ 
parent  rights  of  the  Tribe  as  against 
affected  heirs  or  devisees.  Upon  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  45  days  allowed  to  the  Tribe 
in  paragraph  (b),  any  affected  party 
aggrieved  by  the  findings  in  the  decision 
relative  to:  (1)  Enrollment;  (2)  the  ap¬ 
praisal;  (3)  where  appropriate  the  blood 
quantum,  or  (4)  the  claim  of  the  Tribe 
in  a  notice  filed  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  shall  file  within  20 
days  a  complete  statement  of  all  of  his 
reasons  for  disagreement  with  such  find¬ 
ings  or  claim,  and  if  a  hearing  is  desired 
on  any  one  or  more  issues,  the  demand 
therefor  shall  be  made  at  the  same  time. 
The  statement  and  demand  for  hearing 
shall  be  filed  with  the  judge,  and  in  all 
instances  on  the  date  of  filing,  copies  of 
the  statement  and  demand  shall  be 
mailed  by  the  filing  party  to  all  other 
affected  parties  including  the  Tribe.  In 
appropriate  circumstances  the  Tribe  may 
demand  a  hearing. 

(e)  Tribal  certificates  of  enrollment 
and  blood  quantum.  Separately  or  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  election  and  within  the  45 
days  after  a  prohate  decision  becomes 
final,  the  Tribe  shall  file  with  the  judge 
a  certificate  by  a  duly  authorized  Tribal 
officer  showing  the  Tribal  record  of  en¬ 
rollment  status,  and,  where  appropriate, 
the  Tribal  record  of  blood  quantum,  of 
each  heir  or  devisee  whose  interest  the 
Tribe  is  to  take.  The  Tribal  certificate 
shall  constitute  prima  facie  evidence  of 
the  facts  there  shown. 

§  4.302  Election  by  surviving  spouse  to 
reserve  life  estate. 

When  the  heir  or  devisee  whose  inter¬ 
est  is  subject  to  the  Tribal  option  is  a 
.  surviving  spouse,  the  spouse  may  elect 
to  reserve  a  life  estate  in  one-half  of  such 
interest.  A  written  notice  of  such  election 
shall  be  filed  with  the  judge  within  45 
days  after  the  mailing  of  the  notice  of 
finality  of  the  probate  decision  to  the 
surviving  spouse.  A  copy  of  the  notice 
shall  be  served  upon  or  mailed  to  the 
Tribe  by  the  spouse,  who  shall  certify  this 
has  been  done.  The  notice  shall  identify 
the  interests  in  respect  of  which  it  is 
made.  Failure  to  timely  file  a  claim  to  a 
life  estate  shall  constitute  a  waiver 
thereof. 

§  4.303  Appraisal  prior  to  conclusion  of 
probate. 

(a)  Order  for  appraisal.  In  all  probates 
at  the  earliest  possible  stage  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  before  issuance  of  a  probate 
decision,  when  the  record  reveals  to  the 
judge:  (1)  That  the  decedent  owned  in¬ 
terests  in  land  located  on  one  or  more  of 
those  reservations  designated  in  8  4.300 
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and  (2)  that  any  one  or  more  of  the  prob¬ 
able  heirs  or  devisees,  or  the  spouse,  who 
may  become  a  distributee  of  such  inter¬ 
est  upon  completion  of  the  probate  pro¬ 
ceeding,  Is  not  enrolled  hi,  or,  where  ap¬ 
propriate,  does  not  have  the  required 
blood  quantum  in  the  Tribe  of  the  reser¬ 
vation  where  the  land  is  located  to  hold 
such  interest  against  a  claim  thereto 
made  by  the  Tribe,  the  judge  shall,  unless 
an  appraisal  has  already  been  filed,  issue 
an  order  to  the  Superintendent  for  an 
appraisal  of  the  decedent’s  interest  by 
qualified  appraisers  and  for  the  filing  in 
the  probate  of  an  appraisal  report  with 
a  summary  thereof.  The  appraisal  shall 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  fair  market 
value,  including  fixed  improvements,  as 
of  the  date  of  Inspection  of  the  property. 

(b)  Submission  of  appraisal  report  to 
the  judge',  notice  to  Tribe  and  affected 
heirs  and  devisees.  The  appraisal  report 
including  a  summary  thereof  shall  be 
filed  with  the  judge  who  will  deposit  the 
report  for  inspection  with  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  the  reservation  where  the  land 
is  located.  The  judge  shall  promptly  mail 
to  the  Tribe  and  to  each  he*r  or  devisee 
concerned,  at  his  last  known  address,  a 
notice  of  filing  of  the  report  to  which 
shall  be  attached  a  copy  of  the  summary. 
The  full  appraisal  report  may  be  copied 
by  interested  parties  at  their  expense  and 
it  may  be  examined  at  the  office  of  the 
Superintendent. 

§  4.304  Appraisal  as  evidence  of  fair 
market  value. 

Appraisals  shall  be  conducted  only  by 
qualified  appraisers  and  shall  include  a 
physical  examination  of  the  property  ap¬ 
praised.  Each  appraisal  shall  reflect  the 
value  as  of  the  date  of  inspection,  and 
no  appraisal  shall  be  considered  as  com¬ 
petent  evidence  of  fair  market  value  at  a 
date  more  than  six  months  subsequent  to 
the  date  of  inspection  unless  it  shall  have 
been  supplemented,  with  or  without  rein¬ 
spection  as  circumstances  may  require,  to 
show  the  value  at  a  new  date  within  less 
than  six  months  of  a  hearing  held  for,  or 
the  date  of  a  stipulation  fixing  the  fair 
market  value.  If  a  supplemental  ap¬ 
praisal  report  is  required,  a  summary 
shall  be  supplied  by  the  Superintendent 
upon  receipt  of  the  notice  from  the  judge 
as  provided  in  §  4.301(b)  that  the  probate 
decision  is  final.  A  copy  of  each  new  sum¬ 
mary  shall  be  mailed  by  the  judge  to  the 
Tribe  and  to  each  affected  heir  or  devisee. 

§  4.305  Hearing;  notice;  harden  of 
proof. 

The  judge  may  immediately  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  demand  for  hearing  set  a  time 
and  place  therefor,  and  he  shall  issue 
and  serve  or  mail  notice  thereof  to  all  af¬ 
fected  parties  not  less  than  20  days  in  ad¬ 
vance  :  Provided,  That  such  date  shall  be 
set  after  the  expiration  of  the  20-day  pe¬ 
riod  fixed  for  the  filing  of  a  protest  state¬ 
ment  and  demand  for  hearing  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  |  4.301(d) .  At  the  hearing  each 
party  attacking  the  valuations  of  the  in¬ 
terest*  shown  by  the  appraisal  report 
shall  have  the  burden  of  proving  his 
own  position. 


§  4.306  Decision  after  hearing. 

Upon  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the 
judge  shall  issue  a  decision  which  shall 
determine  all  of  the  issues  presented 
by  the  objections  and  the  demand  or 
demands  for  hearing.  The  decision  shall 
include  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions 
in  each  case  with  a  judgment  establish¬ 
ing  the  fair  market  value  of  those  inter¬ 
ests  to  be  taken  by  the  Tribe  including 
any  adjustment  thereof  made  necessary 
by  the  election  of  a  spouse  to  retain  a 
life  estate  under  the  statute. 

§  4.307  Decision  after  stipulation. 

Nothing  herein  shall  prevent  the  heirs 
or  devisees  or  some  one  or  more  of  them 
from  entering  into  a  binding  written 
stipulation  with  each  other  or  with  the 
Tribe  to  be  filed  in  the  proceeding  settling 
any  issues  raised  by  an  objection:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  in  all  cases  (1)  where  a  stip¬ 
ulation  purports  to  dispose  of  all  Issues 
including  that  of  fair  market  value,  and 
(2)  where  no  objection  or  demand  for 
hearing  nor  a  stipulation  is  timely  filed, 
the  judge  shall  make  an  Independent 
finding  of  and  a  Judgment  as  to  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  interest  to  be  taken 
by  the  Tribe.  In  support  thereof  the 
judge  may,  with  or  without  a  hearing  at 
his  sole  discretion,  require  other  and 
further  necessary  documents  or  evidence 
as  to  value  in  addition  to  the  appraisal 
report  or  any  admissions  in  the  stipula¬ 
tion  in  the  record. 

§  4.308  Notice  and  finality  of  decision. 

(a)  Simultaneously  with  the  issuance 
of  the  decision  a  notice  thereof  with  a 
copy  attached  shall  be  mailed  by  the 
judge  to  all  those  parties  in  Interest  af¬ 
fected  thereby.  The  notice  shall  specify 
right  of  appeal  without  a  rehearing  with 
the  time  limit  for  filing  set  by  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  §§  4.200-4.296  relative  to  ap¬ 
peal. 

(b)  A  like  notice  shall  be  issued  and 

mailed  by  the  judge  after  appeal  upon 
receipt  of  copies  of  a  decision  of  the 
Board  transmitted  to  him  pursuant  to 
§  4.296,  and  in  the  notice  it  'shall  be 
stated  that  no  distribution  shall  be  made 
under  the  decision  until  60  days  after  its 
date.  * 

§  4.309  Termination  of  probate. 

The  right  of  the  Tribe  to  exercise  an 
option  to  take  the  Interest  of  any  heir  or 
devisee  expires  by  statute  upon  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  pendency  of  an  estate.  Upon 
expiration  of  60  days  from  the  date  of 
mailing  the  last  notice  of  decision  re¬ 
quired  in  §  4.308  or  the  expiration  of  two 
years  following  the  date  of  death  of 
decedent,  whichever  date  shall  be  later, 
the  pendency  of  the  estate  shall  termi¬ 
nate. 

§  4.310  Procedure*  for  payment  of  earn¬ 
est  money. 

When  a  decision  and  notice  thereof 
issued  pursuant  to  Li  4.306,  4.307  and 
4.308  becomes  final  for  the  Department, 
the  following  rules  shall  be  controlling: 

(a)  Within  20  days  after  the  date  the 
decision  becomes  final  the  Tribe  shall 


file  with  the  Superintendent  a  specific 
list  of  the  interests  it  elects  to  take  with 
the  names  of  the  heirs  or  devisees  af¬ 
fected,  and  it  shall  be  conclusively  pre¬ 
sumed  that  the  Tribe  has  released  all 
claim  to  any  interest  not  listed  and  not 
paid  for  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b) ; 

(b)  Simultaneously,  the  Tribe  shall 
pay  in  to  the  Superintendent  not  less 
than  ten  percent  of  the  fair  market 
value  of  all  the  interests  Included  in  its 
list,  said  part  payment  to  serve  as  earnest 
money  and  liquidated  damages  payable 
to  affected  heirs  or  devisees  In  the  event 
of  a  default  of  full  payment  by  the  Tribe : 
Provided,  That  for  good  cause  shown  by 
the  Tribe  by  written  petition,  the  judge 
may  reduce  the  amount  of  the  initial 
payment  and  he  may  defer  the  date  for 
payment  for  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

§  4.311  Time  for  payment  of  balance 

plus  intercet. 

The  Tribe  is  obligated  to  pay  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  fair  market  value  to  the 
Superintendent  for  the  affected  parties, 
plus  interest  on  the  unpaid  balance  at 
a  rate  of  eight  percent  per  annum . 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  filing 
the  election  to  take  required  by  |  4.310 
(a) ,  except  as  required  by  law;  or,  upon 
good  cause  shown  by  a  written  petition 
therefor  filed  with  the  judge  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  period  provided  herein 
coupled  with  a  showing  of  payment  of  the 
full  10  percent  earnest  money  require¬ 
ment  in  accordance  with  §  4.310(b),  the 
judge  may  issue  an  order  ex  parte  ex¬ 
tending  such  period  for  not  to  exceed 
six  months  or  a  second  order  on  a  like 
petition  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  a 
second  six  months,  and  no  more. 

§  4.312  Disposition  of  income. 

(a)  During  the  pendency  of  the  pro¬ 
bate  and  up  to  the  date  of  payment  of 
earnest  money  by  the  Tribe  all  income 
received  or  accrued  from  the  land  in¬ 
terest  taken  by  the  Tribe  shall  be 
credited  to  the  estate  account  to  be  dis¬ 
bursed  to  the  creditors,  or  to  the  heirs 
or  devisees,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section; 
and  the  earnest  money  shall  be  credited 
to  the  estate  account  or  to  the  account 
of  the  heirs  or  devisees  to  likewise  be 
disbursed  in  accordance  with  said  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Following  the  payment  of  the 
earnest  money  by  the  Tribe,  all  income 
from  the  interests  in  land  taken  by  the 
Tribe  shall  be  held  by  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  for  the  Tribe  pending  the  payment 
of  the  balance  of  the  fair  market  value 
plus  Interest,  and  upon  such  payment 
the  income  shall  be  paid  over  to  the 
Tribe,  but  upon  default  by  the  Tribe, 
the  income  shall  be  credited  to  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  heirs  or  devisees:  Provided, 
That  nothing  herein  shall  prevent  the 
Tribe  from  electing  to  default  In  making 
full  payment  as  to  one  or  more  interests 
specified  under  §  4.310  and  not  as  to 
others; 

(c)  When  the  probate  fee  and  un¬ 
secured  claims  filed  against  the  estate  are 
allowed  by  the  judge  pursuant  to  $8  4.251 
and  4.252  and  there  is  insufficient  money 
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on  hand  and  accrued  to  discharge  the 
same,  the  income  from  the  land  Inter¬ 
ests  acquired  by  the  Tribe  shall  be  allo¬ 
cated  and  disbursed  by  the  Superintend¬ 
ent  to  pay  said  claims  the  same  as  though 
the  heir  or  devisee  continued  to  hold  the 
interest.  On  the  date  the  estate  is  to  be 
distributed  the  Superintendent  shall 
withhold  from  any  funds  paid  in  by  the 
Tribe  all  or  a  balance  equal  to  the  unpaid 
portion  of  such  claims.  He  has  authority 
to  and  shall  annually  refund  to  the  Tribe 
an  amount  equal  to  any  income  it  shall 
lose  by  the  diversion  thereof  to  pay 
claims  during  the  period  of  time  limited 
by  5  4.251(d).  Any  funds  remaining  in 
his  hands  at  the  end  of  the  period  al¬ 
lowed  for  payment  of  claims  shall  then 
be  distributed  to  their  heir  or  devisee 
originally  entitled  thereto  or  his  succes¬ 
sor  in  interest.  Any  money  thus  refunded 
to  the  Tribe  shall  be  considered  as  a  re¬ 
duction  of  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
interest  purchased  and  paid  for  by  the 
Tribe. 

§  4.313  Disposition  of  title  after  full 
payment  or  default. 

(a)  Upon  payment  by  the  Tribe  of  the 
full  fair  market  value  for  an  interest  or 
interests,  the  Superintendent  shall  issue 
his  certificate  to  the  judge  that  this  has 
been  done,  and  the  judge  shall  make  a 
finding  that  the  fair  market  value  as 
determined  in  the  decision  previously 
entered  has  been  paid  by  the  Tribe  for 
each  specific  interest,  and  upon  such 
finding  he  shall  issue  a  decision  that  the 
United  States  holds  the  title  to  such  in¬ 
terest  in  trust  for  the  Tribe,  and  the 
decision  with  the  record  shall  be  filed  in 
the  title  plant  as  provided  in  5  4.236(b), 
with  a  copy  to  the  Superintendent,  and 
a  copy  of  the  decision  shall  be  mailed  to 
the  Tribe  and  to  those  parties  whose  in¬ 
terest  has  been  taken  by  the  Tribe; 

(b)  The  Superintendent  shall  include 
in  his  certificate  to  the  judge  a  list  of 
the  specific  interests  and  the  names  of 
those  heirs  or  devisees  holding  the  same 
which  have  not  been  taken  by  the  Tribe 
upon  full  payment,  and  a  finding  shall 
be  made  by  the  judge  in  relation  thereto, 
and  upon  such  finding  he  shall  issue  a 
decision  that  the  title  is  held  by  the 
United  States  in  trust  for  each  specific 
heir  or  devisee  or,  as  the  case  may  be, 
that  a  patent  in  fee  for  such  interest  shall 
issue  to  any  such  heir  or  devisee  who  is 
an  alien  Indian  or  a  non-Indian. 

§  4.314  Omitted  property,  (supplemen¬ 
tal  to  §  4.272) 

(a)  When,  after  a  final  decision  has 
been  issued  either  under  §  4.240,  5  4.296, 
§  4.306  or  §  4.307,  it  appears  that  at  his 
death  the  decedent  owned  interests  in 
land  which  were  omitted  from  the  in¬ 
ventory  of  the  estate,  and  that  the  newly- 
discovered  interests  are  subject  to  a 
Tribe’s  right  and  option  to  take  and  ray 
for  all  or  any  part  thereof,  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  shall  report  the  matter  to  the 
judge,  including  a  description  of  the 
land,  a  description  of  the  interest,  and 
the  current  address  of  those  heirs  or 
devisees,  or  their  successors,  whose  rights 
might  be  affected  by  the  Tribe's  exercise 


of  the  option  to  take  and  pay  for  the 
omitted  interest. 

(b)  Upon  receipt  of  a  report  of  omit¬ 
ted  property  Issued  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  judge  shall  issue  and 
mail  a  notice  to  the  Tribe,  giving  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  land,  the  decedent’s  in¬ 
terest  therein  and  the  names  of  the 
heirs  or  devisees,  or  their  successors.  In 
intestate  estates  where  the  newly-dis¬ 
covered  interest  will  follow  the  same  line 
of  descent  as  was  previously  determined 
in  the  probate  proceedings,  and  in  testate 
estates  where  the  will  disposes  of  the 
interest  specifically  or  as  residue,  the 
Tribe  shall  have  60  days  in  which  to  file 
notice  of  its  intent  to  take  the  interest 
which  is  subject  to  its  statutory  option. 
Proceedings  relative  to  a  determination 
of  the  right  of  the  Tribe  to  take,  the 
fair  market  value,  and  the  rights  of  a 
surviving  spouse,  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  those  provided  herein  upon  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  a  notice  under  $  4.301  et  seq.  dur¬ 
ing  a  normal  probate.  If  the  notice  herein 
required  is  not  timely  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  judge,  it  shall  be  conclusively  pre¬ 
sumed  that  the  Tribe  has  waived  its 
rights,  and  the  judge  shall  order  distri¬ 
bution  to  be  made  as  in  §  5  4.272(a)  or 
4.313(b). 

(c)  In  the  event  that  the  newly-dis¬ 
covered  interest  is  to  pass  under  a  dif¬ 
ferent  line  of  descent  than  that  which  is 
already  determined,  and  the  Tribe  has 
timely  filed  its  notice  of  intent  to  take  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  then  the  judge  shall  proceed  to  a 
determination  of  heirs,  a  determination 
of  the  Tribe’s  right  to  take,  a  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  fair  market  value  and  a  de¬ 
termination  of  the  rights  of  a  surviving 
spouse  under  the  regulations  of  this  part. 
Creditors’  claims  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

§  4.315  Improperly  included  property, 
(supplemental  to  §  4.273) 

(a)  When  after  a  decision  has  been 
issued  either  under  §§  4.240,  4.296,  4.f06, 
or  §  4.307,  it  shall  be  made  to  appear  that 
the  decedent  did  not  own  an  interest  in 
land  which  had  been  included  in  the  in¬ 
ventory  of  the  estate,  and  that  the  Tribe 
had  elected  to  and  did  purport  to  take 
the  same  upon  paying  the  fair  market 
value  therefor  under  the  mistaken  be¬ 
lief  that  it  had  a  statutory  option  to  do 
so,  the  Superintendent  shall  report  the 
matter  to  the  judge,  including  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  land,  a  description  of  the  in¬ 
terest,  and  the  current  addresses  of  those 
heirs  or  devisees,  or  their  successors,  who 
received  the  payment  made  for  the  in¬ 
terest  in  question. 

(b)  Upon  receipt  of  a  report  of  errone¬ 
ously-included  property  under  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  the  judge  shall  issue 
and  mail  a  notice  to  the  Tribe,  giving 
a  description  of  the  land,  a  description 
of  the  interest  erroneously  included  in 
the  inventory  of  decedent’s  estate,  and 
the  names  and  addresses  of  the  heirs  or 
devisees,  or  their  successors,  who  received 
distribution  of  the  funds  paid  by  the 
Tribe  for  the  interest.  In  the  notice  it 
shall  be  stated  that  unless  good  cause  for 
not  doing  so  be  shown  in  writing  filed 


with  the  judge  within  30  days,  he  will 
issue  an  order  correcting  the  former 
order  nunc  protunc  and  that  thereby  the 
Tribe  will  be  eliminated  as  a  distributee 
and  owner  of  the  interest  in  question. 

(c)  If  good  cause  shall  be  shown  why 
the  proposed  decision  should  not  be  is¬ 
sued,  and  questions  of  fact  are  in  issue, 
the  judge  may  hold  such  hearing  after 
due  notice  to  the  Tribe  and  to  the  in¬ 
volved  heirs  or  devisees  as  may  to  him 
seem  appropriate  after  which  he  shall 
render  a  decision  final  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  unless  appealed.  No  petition  for  re¬ 
hearing  shall  be  necessary  as  a  prere¬ 
quisite  to  filing  a  notice  of  appeal. 

§  4.316  Reopening,  (supplemental  to 
§  4.242) 

In  any  probate  finally  closed  where  re¬ 
opening  proceedings  are  initiated  under 
5  4.242,  in  appropriate  cases,  the  Tribe 
shall  be  considered  a  party  in  interest  en¬ 
titled  to  notice,  and  it  shall  be  subject  to 
the  decisions  as  in  an  original  probate 
proceeding.  When  a  probate  is  reopened, 
and  the  Tribe  elects  to  participate,  then 
insofar  as  applicable,  5§  4.300  et  seq.  of 
this  subpart  shall  govern  the  proceedings. 

§  4.317  Compromise  settlement,  (sup¬ 
plemental  to  §  4.207) 

If  a  dispute  as  to  any  issue  shall  arise 
during  any  of  the  foregoing  proceedings 
which  can  be  settled  by  a  compromise 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  4.207,  the 
judge  may  order  distribution  to  the  Tribe 
as  a  party  without  the  necessity  of  re¬ 
quiring  the  execution  and  approval  of 
deeds  to  or  from  the  Tribe. 

[FR  Doc.74-20107  Filed  &-29-74;8:45  am] 

Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS),  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  250 — ADMINISTRATION  OF 
MEDICAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Medicaid  Payment  Limits;  Correction 

F.R.  Doc.  17895,  published  at  page 
28288,  on  Tuesday,  August  6,  1974, 
amended  45  CFR  250.30  to  Implement 
new  provisions  relating  to  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  inpatient  hospital  services  under 
the  medical  assistance  program  author¬ 
ized  by  title  XIX,  Social  Security  Act. 
The  introductory  language  of  5  250.30(b) 
on  page  28289  as  so  published  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  restore  the  last  sentence  which 
was  inadvertently  omitted.  The  para¬ 
graph  reads  as  follows: 

§  250.30  Reasonable  charges. 

*  *  •  *  * 

(b)  Upper  limits.  The  upper  limits  for 
payments  for  care  and  services  under  a 
medical  assistance  plan  are  as  follows: 
The  State  agency  may  pay  less  than  the 
upper  limits.  These  upper  limits  do  not 
apply  to  payments  made  under  the  State 
plan  for  deductibles  and  coinsurance 
imposed  under  title  XVIII  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  Such  payments  may  be 
made  up  to  the  reasonable  charge  under 
title  XV  ill,  A  State  which  pays  for  re- 
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served  beds  In  long  term  care  facilities 
pursuant  to  paragraph  <d)  may  set  pay¬ 
ment  rates  for  such  reserved  beds  in  an 
amount  less  than  the  rate  paid  for  care 
in  the  facility  if  it  is  determined  by  the 
State  that  a  differential  exists  between 
the  cost  of  reserving  a  bed  and  the  cost 
of  providing  care. 

*  m  •  *  • 

Approved:  August  23,  1974. 

Thomas  S.  McFee, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Management  Planning  and 
Technology. 

IFR  Doc.74-20161  Piled  8-29-74;  8: 46  am}) 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER 
SAFETY  REGULATIONS 

|  Docket  No.  MC-86;  Notice  No.  74-17] 

PART  395— HOURS  OF  SERVICE  OF 
DRIVERS 

Drivers  Declared  “Out  of  Service” 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  is  revising  §  395.13  of  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions.  The  purpose  of  the  revision  is 
threefold:  First,  to  restate  the  existing 
provisions  of  §  395.13  In  somewhat 
clearer  form;  second,  to  redesignate 
Form  MCS-65  as  Form  MCS-89;  and 
third,  to  specify  a  time  limit  of  15  days 
within  which  a  motor  carrier  must  com¬ 
plete  Form  MCS-89,  “Notice  of  Driver 
Declared  ‘Out  of  Service’  ”  and  send  it  to 
the  appropriate  Director  of  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration’s  Regional 
Motor  Carrier  Safety  Office.  In  addition, 
in  response  to  comments  on  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making,  the  Director  is 
including  in  the  revised  section  a  require¬ 
ment  for  drivers  to  notify  the  carriers 
that  employ  than  promptly  after  they 
have  been  placed  “out  of  service”,  and  he 
is  providing  that  a  carrier  is  deemed  to 
have  filed  Form  MCS-89  with  the  Re¬ 
gional  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Office  on  the 
date  the  envelope  containing  the  form 
is  postmarked. 

For  many  years,  the  Federal  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  Regulations  have  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  procedure  under  which  a 
commercial  vehicle  driver  who  is  found 
to  be  operating  a  vehicle  in  violation  of 
the  hours-of -service  rules  may  be  placed 
“out  of  service”,  i.e.,  formally  notified  of 
the  violation  and  forbidden  to  drive  until 
he  has  been  in  an  off-duty  or  non-driving 
status  for  an  adequate  length  of  time. 
The  procedures  were  established  in  an 
effort  to  improve  safety  on  the  highways 
by  ensuring  that  fatigued  drivers  are  not 
permitted  to  operate  commercial  motor 
vehicles.  Experience  with  those  proce¬ 
dures,  which  are  provided  for  in  §  395.13 
of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Reg¬ 
ulations,  has  indicated  that  they  were 
susceptible  of  improvement,  however. 
Ibis  proceeding  was  begun  in  an  effort 
to  make  improvements  to  the  driver -out- 


of-service  procedures,  principally  In  the 
direction  of  ensuring  that  motor  carriers 
have  knowledge  of  instances  in  which 
their  drivers  are  found  to  be  operating 
over,  the  highways  in  violation  of  the 
hours-of -service  rules  and  are  promptly 
taking  appropriate  corrective  action. 

Comments  on  the  Notice  indicated  that 
some  carriers  may  be  under  a  misunder¬ 
standing  concerning  their  responsibilities 
and  obligations  for  compliance  with  the 
hours-of -service  rules  on  the  part  of 
drivers.  It  was  argued,  for  example,  that 
no  useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  im¬ 
posing  a  15-day  time  limit  for  a  motor 
carrier  to  make  a  report  to  the  Bureau 
on  cases  in  which  a  driver  in  its  employ 
was  found  to  be  driving  or  on-duty  lor 
an  excessive  period  of  time.  Some  com¬ 
ments  from  motor  carriers  voiced  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  institution  of  a  time  limit  for 
making  the  report,  contending  that  their 
institutional  structures  (under  which 
drivers  report  to  agents  who  in  turn  re¬ 
port  to  carriers)  made  a  short  deadline 
impracticable.  Alternatively,  it  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  Bureau  should  itself  un¬ 
dertake  to  advise  carriers,  by  direct  mail¬ 
ing  of  the  “Driver  Out  of  Service”  form, 
of  instances  in  which  their  drivers  are 
found  to  be  violating  the  hours-of -service 
rules. 

The  premise  upon  which  these  com¬ 
ments  are  based  is  that  a  motor  carrier 
and  his  drivers  are  institutionally  dis¬ 
tinct  entities,  and  that  the  carrier  can¬ 
not  be  held  responsible  for  his  driver’s 
behavior,  whether  it  involves  procedural 
matters,  such  as  placing  an  out- of -serv¬ 
ice  form  in  proper  corporate  channels,  or 
substantive  matters,  such  as  compliance 
with  the  hour-of-service  rules.  The 
premise  is  false  as  a  matter  of  law, 
however.  In  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  Congress  has  conferred  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  operating  commercial  motor 
vehicles  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  upon  motor  carriers,  and  the 
courts  have  held  on  many  occasions  that 
a  driver  is  the  general  agent  of  a  motor 
carrier  for  all  actions  taken  within  the 
scope  of  his  duties.  Section  390.32  of  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions  explicitly  states  that  “When¬ 
ever  *  •  •  a  duty  is  prescribed  for  a 
driver  or  a  prohibition  is  imposed  upon 
him,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  motor 
carrier  to  require  observance  of  such 
prescription  or  prohibition  *  •  In 
the  hours-of-service  regulations,  section 
395.8  provides  that  failure  to  comply 
with  certain  rules  “shall  make  both  the 
driver  and  the  carrier  liable  to  prosecu¬ 
tion”. 

While  the  Bureau  recognizes  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  effectively  exercising  supervision 
over  drivers  who  are  out  of  communica¬ 
tion  for  extensive  periods,  recognition 
that  a  problem  exists  does  not  alter  the 
legal  position  or  responsibilities  of  motor 
carriers. 

It  has  been,  and  continues  to  be  the 
position  of  the  Bureau  that,  for  most 
purposes  related  to  compliance  with  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions,  a  motor  carrier  and  his  drivers  are 
one  and  the  same.  Servioe  of  a  document 


pertaining  to  safety  of  operation  of  a 
motor  vehicle  upon  the  driver  of  that 
vehicle  is  service  upon  the  carrier.  It  is 
the  motor  carrier’s  responsibility  to  align 
its  internal  procedures  so  that  documents 
of  this  nature  reach  the  proper  element 
of  the  carrier’s  hierarchy  promptly. 

It  is  obvious  that  a  requirement  for 
motor  carriers  to  complete  and  return 
Form  MCS-89  cannot  be  meaningful  un¬ 
less  it  is  accompanied  by  a  limit  within 
which  carriers  must  perform  that  duty. 
Further,  prompt  attention  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  to  instances  ha  which  their  drivers 
have  been  found  to  be  in  violation  of  the 
out-of-service  rules  will  have  a  bene¬ 
ficial  effect.  It  will  tend  to  prevent  the 
development  of  a  pattern  of  persistent 
violations  that,  over  time,  may  degener¬ 
ate  into  willful  non  compliance  with  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions.  In  order  to  encourage  carrier  man¬ 
agement  to  take  speedy  action  in  these 
cases,  the  Director  is  imposing  a  15-day 
time  limit  for  return  of  Form  MCS-89. 
The  fact  that  a  15-day  time  limit  for  re¬ 
turn  of  a  similar  form  under  |  396.5  of 
the  Regulations  seems  to  have  presented 
no  insurmountable  difficulties  indicates 
strongly  that  an  Identical  deadline  for 
return  of  Form  MCS-89  is  appropriate. 

Accordingly,  the  Director  is  revising 
§  395.13  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  to  make  it  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  §  396.5,  which 
deals  with  vehicles  placed  out  of  service. 
In  response  to  comments  which  pointed 
out  the  difficulty  that  some  persons  have 
had  with  timely  delivery  of  the  mails, 
the  revised  section  provides  that  the 
postmark  date  will  establish  the  date  of 
filing  Form  MCS-89  with  the  Bureau,  If 
the  carrier  files  it  by  mall.  In  order  to 
promote  expeditious  handling  of  the 
Form  MCS-89,  the  revised  rule  makes  It 
the  duty  of  the  driver  to  deliver  the  form 
to  the  motor  carrier  upon  his  arrival  at' 
the  carrier’s  facility  within  24  hours;  if 
the  driver  cannot  make  delivery  within 
24  hours  (for  example,  if  he  will  not  be 
at  a  carrier  terminal  within  that  period 
of  time) ,  he  will,  trader  the  rule,  be  obli¬ 
gated  to  mail  the  form  to  the  carrier 
within  24  hours  after  he  receives  It. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 

S  395.13  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations  (Subchapter  B  in 
Chapter  m  of  title  49,  CFR)  Is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  395.13  Drivers  declared  “Out  of  Serv¬ 
ice”. 

(a)  Authority  to  declare  drivers  " Out 
of  Service Every  special  agent  of  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  Appendix  B  to  this  subchapter) 
is  authorized  to  declare  a  driver  out  of 
service  and  to  notify  the  motor  carrier  of 
that  declaration,  if  he  finds  at  the  time 
and  place  of  examination  that  the  driver 
has  driven  or  been  on  duty  Immediately 
prior  to  the  examination  longer  than  the 
maximum  period  permitted  by  55  395.3, 
395.10,  or  395.11. 

(b)  Action  taken  when  a  driver  is  de¬ 
clared  "Out  of  Service When  he  de¬ 
clares  a  driver  out  of  service,  the  special 
agent  shall: 
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(1)  Record  his  findings  that  the  driver 
has  exceeded  the  allowable  hours  of  serv¬ 
ice  on  Form  MCS-89,  “Notice  of  Driver 
Declared  ‘Out  of  Service’ ”,  and  serve 
the  finding  on  the  motor  carrier  by  ten¬ 
dering  a  copy  of  the  completed  Form 
MCS-89  to  the  driver;  and 

(2)  Place  a  copy  of  Form  MCS-88, 
“Out  of  Service  Driver,”  on  the  motor 
vehicle. 

(c)  Duties  of  the  motor  carrier.  (1)  A 
motor  carrier  must  not  require  or  permit 
a  driver  who  has  been  declared  out  of 
service  to  drive  or  operate  a  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  until  that  driver  may  lawfully  do 
so  under  the  rules  in  §§  395.3,  395.10, 
and  395.11. 

(2)  A  motor  carrier  must  complete  the 
“Motor  Carrier’s  Report  of  Compliance 
with  Notice”  section  of  a  copy  of  Form 
MCS-89  that  has  been  served  on  him 
and  deliver  the  copy  of  the  Form  MCS- 
89,  so  completed,  either  personally  or  by 
mail  to  the  Director,  Regional  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Safety  Office,  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration,  at  the  address  specified 
upon  the  form  within  15  days  following 
the  date  of  examination.  If  a  motor  car¬ 
rier  sends  the  form  to  Director  by  mail, 
delivery  is  made  upon  the  date  when  it, 
or  the  envelope  containing  it,  is  post¬ 
marked. 

<d)  Duties  of  the  driver.  (1)A  driver 
who  has  been  declared  out  of  service 
must  not  drive  or  operate  a  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  until  he  may  lawfully  do  so  under 
the  rules  in  §§  395.3,  395.10,  and  395.11. 

(2)  A  driver  to  whom  an  executed 
copy  of  Form  MCS-89  has  been  tendered 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  must,  within 
24  hours  thereafter,  either — 

(i)  Deliver  the  copy  to  a  person  or 
place  designated  by  the  motor  carrier  to 
receive  it;  or 

<ii)  Mail  the  copy  to  the  motor  carrier. 

(3)  A  driver  who  is  himself  the  motor 
carrier  must  complete  Form  MCS-89  and 
return  it  to  the  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

Effective  date.  This  revision  of  §  395.13 
is  effective  on  October  1,  1974. 

(Sec.  204,  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  S04) ;  sec.  6,  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655);  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  by  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  and  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministrator  at  49  CFR  1.48  and  389.4,  re¬ 
spectively) 

Issued  on  August  27,  1974. 

Robert  A.  Kaye, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.74-20127  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DE 
PARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-11;  Notice  6] 

PART  57 1 — FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Exterior  Protection 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  amend 
Standard  No.  215,  Exterior  Protection, 


by  extending  the  current  exception  of 
certain  vehicles  with  wheelbases  of  115 
inches  or  less  from  the  pendulum  im¬ 
pact  requirements  until  November  1, 
1974. 

Responding  to  a  petition  submitted  by 
General  Motors,  the  NHTSA  proposed 
a  brief  delay  in  the  application  of  the 
pendulum  impact  requirements  to  con¬ 
vertibles,  vehicles  with  no  B-pillars,  and 
vehicles  with  no  rear  seat  having  wheel¬ 
bases  of  115  inches  or  less  (39  FR  29600, 
August  16,  1974) .  In  its  petition  General 
Motors  explained  that  a  work  stoppage 
at  its  St.  Louis,  Missouri  manufacturing 
plant  appeared  certain  to  delay  the 
build-out  of  its  1974  model  Corvettes  be¬ 
yond  the  current  August  31,  1974  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  115-inch  wheelbase  ex¬ 
ception.  They  pointed  out  that  denial  of 
the  requested  extension  would  involve 
the  scrappage  of  some  scarce  materials, 
such  as  polyvinyl  chloride  and  other 
petrochemicals,  which  are  not  capable  of 
modification  for  use  in  vehicles  subject 
to  the  pendulum  requirements. 

No  comments  were  received  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  proposal.  The  NHTSA  has 
determined  that  the  General  Motor’s  re¬ 
quest  should  be  granted,  having  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  extension  will  have  no 
materially  adverse  effect  on  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety  and  will  prevent  waste  of 
scarce  materials  which  have  already 
been  committed  for  1974  Corvette  model 
production. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
S5.2.2  of  Standard  No.  215  (49  CFR 
571.215)  is  amended  as  follows: 

§571.215  Standard  No.  215;  Exterior 
Protection. 

*  *  *  *  * 

S5.2.2  The  fixed  collision  barrier  im¬ 
pact  requirements  of  S5.2  shall  apply, 
but  the  pendulum  Impact  requirements 
of  S5.2  shall  not  apply  to  each  vehicle 
manufactured  from  September  1, 1973  to 
October  31,  1974,  that  has  a  wheelbase 
of  115  inches  or  less  and  that  either — 

(a)  Has  a  convertible  top; 

(b)  Has  no  roof  support  structure  be¬ 
tween  the  A-pillar  and  the  rear  roof 
support  structure ;  or 

(c)  Has  no  designated  seating  posi¬ 
tion  behind  the  front  designated  seating 
positions. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegation  oi  author¬ 
ity  at  49  CFR  1.51.) 

Effective  date:  September  1,  1974. 

Issued  on  August  29,  1974. 

James  B.  Gregory, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-20316  Filed  8-29-74;10:00  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Certain  National  Wildlife  Refuges  in  Alaska 
The  following  regulations  are  Issued 
and  are  effective  August  30,  1974.  These 
regulations  apply  to  public  hunting  on 


portions  of  certain  national  wildlife  ref¬ 
uges  in  Alaska. 

General  conditions.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations.  Information  relative  to  hunting 
may  be  obtained  from  Refuge  Managers 
addressed  to  respective  refuges. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations ;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Upland  game  may  be  hunted  on  the 
following  refuge  areas: 

Cape  Newenham  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  346,  Bethel,  Alaska  99559. 

Clarence  Rhode  National  Wildlife  Range, 
P.O.  Box  346,  Bethel,  Alaska  99559. 

Nunivak  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
346,  Bethel,  Alaska  99559. 

§32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Bearing  Sea  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  346,  Bethel,  Alaska  99559. 

Clarence  Rhode  National  Wildlife  Range, 
P.O.  Box  346,  Bethel,  Alaska  99559. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  June  30, 1975. 

H.  A.  Hansen, 

Deputy  Area  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska. 

August  19,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20105  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Certain  National  Wildlife  Refuges  in  Alaska 

The  following  regulations  are  issued 
and  are  effective  August  30,  1974.  These 
regulations  apply  to  public  hunting  on 
portions  of  certain  national  wildlife  ref¬ 
uges  in  Alaska. 

General  conditions.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations.  Information  relative  to  hunting 
may  be  obtained  from  Refuge  Managers 
addressed  to  the  respective  refuges. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Upland  game  may  be  hunted  on  the 
following  refuge  areas: 

Aleutian  Islands  National  Wildlife  Refuge: 

Eastern  Aleutians — Pouch  #2,  Cold  Bay, 
Alaska  99571. 

Western  Aleutians — P.O.  Box  5251,  Adak, 
Alaska  98791. 

Special  conditions.  (1)  Except  on  Am- 
chitka  Island. 

(2)  Landing  of  aircraft  on  Unimak 
Island  or  taking  aircraft  off  from  Uni¬ 
mak  Island,  while  transporting  upland 
game  or  upland  game  hunters,  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  following  areas: 

Area  No.  1.  The  airstrip  situated  at  the 
village  of  False  Pass. 

Area  No.  2.  The  airstrip  situated  at  Cape 
Sarichef. 

Area  No.  3.  The  waters  of  all  lakes,  bays, 
and  lagoons  on  or  adjacent  to  Unimak  Island. 

Izembek  National  Wildlife  Range.  Pouch  2, 
Cold  Bay,  Alaska  99571. 


No.  170— Pt.  I- 
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Special  conditions.  (1)  The  landing  of 
aircraft  is  prohibited  except  in  the  event 
of  emergency. 

( 2 )  The  use  of  motorized  vehicles  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  established  road  system. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Big  game  animals  may  be  hunted  on 
the  following  refuge  areas: 

Aleutian  Islands  National  Wildlife  Refuge: 
Eastern  Aleutians — Pouch  #2,  Cold  Bay, 
Alaska  99571. 

Western  Aleutians — P.O.  Box  5251,  Adak, 
Alaska  98791. 

Special  conditions.  (1)  Species  permit¬ 
ted  to  be  taken:  Caribou  on  the  islands 
of  Unimak  and  Adak;  brown  bear  on 
the  island  of  Unimak. 

(2)  A  Federal  permit  is  required  to 
take  brown  bear  on  Unimak  Island.  Per¬ 
mits  may  be  obtained  from  the  Refuge 
Manager,  Aleutian  Islands  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  Pouch  2,  Cold  Bay, 
Alaska  99571. 

(3)  Landing  of  aircraft  on  Unimak 
Island  or  taking  aircraft  off  from  Uni¬ 
mak  Island,  while  transporting  big  game 
or  big  game  hunters,  is  restricted  to  the 
following  areas : 

Area  No.  1.  The  airstrip  situated  at  the 
village  of  False  Pass. 

Area  No.  2.  The  airstrip  situated  at  Cape 
Sarichef. 

Area  No.  3.  The  waters  of  all  lakes,  bays 
and  lagoons  on  or  adjacent  to  Unimak  Island. 

Izembek  National  Wildlife  Range,  Pouch  2, 
Cold  Bay,  Alaska  99571. 

Special  conditions.  (1)  The  landing  of 
aircraft  is  prohibited  except  in  the  event 
of  emergency. 

(2)  The  use  of  motorized  vehicles  is 
restricted  to  the  established  road  system. 

(3)  The  Cold  Bay  closed  area,  partly 
within  the  Izembek  National  Wildlife 
Range,  beginning  at  the  peak  of  Frosty 
Mountain  running  in  a  straight  line 
approximately  northwest  to  the  tip  of 
Cape  Glazenap  in  Izembek  Lagoon, 
thence  north-eastward  along  the  mean 
high  tide  line  to  the  north  end  of  Neu¬ 
man  Island  (at  app.  55&25'  N.,  162°41' 
W.),  thence  on  a  straight  line  running 
approximately  south  to  the  tip  of  the  spit 
at  the  western  entrance  to  Kinzarof  La¬ 
goon  in  Cold  Bay  (at  app.  55°16'  N„ 
162°41'  W.l,  thence  generally  southward 
along  mean  high  tide  line  to  the  head 
of  Old  Mans  Lagoon  in  Cold  Bay  (at  app. 
55°04'  N.,  162c38'  W.),  thence  on  a 
straight  line  to  the  point  of  beginning, 
is  closed  by  State  of  Alaska  regulation  to 
the  taking  of  brown  and  grizzly  bear 
only. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  and  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  June  30, 
1975. 

H.  A.  Hansen, 

Deputy  Area  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska. 

August  19, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20106  Piled  8-29-74; 8: 45  ami 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Minn. 

The  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  August  30,  1974. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Minnesota 

SHERBURNE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Sher¬ 
burne  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  area  designated  open 
to  hunting.  The  open  area,  comprising 
approximately  18,360  acres,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Route  2,  Zimmerman,  Minne¬ 
sota  55398,  and  from  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling,  Twin 
Cities,  Minnesota  55111. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  deer  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 

(1)  All  motorized  conveyances  are 
prohibited  from  traveling  off  of  estab¬ 
lished  roads  and  parking  areas  open  to 
such  travel. 

(2)  Parking  of  vehicles  is  restricted 
to  designated  parking  areas. 

(3)  Snowmobile  operation  is  prohi¬ 
bited  on  the  refuge  except  within  the 
rights-of-way  of  County  Roads  4,  5,  9, 
11  and  48. 

(4)  Practice  and  target  shooting, 
overnight  camping  and  open  fires  are 
prohibited. 

(5)  Boats,  without  motors,  may  be 
used  on  the  St.  Francis  River  only  from 
designated  river  access  sites. 

(6)  Construction  of  any  permanent 
artifiicial  scaffold,  platform,  blind  or 
other  construction  is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wild1  if e  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32  and 
are  effective  through  November  30,  1974. 

John  E.  Wilbrecht, 
Refuge  Manager,  Sherburne 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Zimmerman,  Minnesota  55398. 

August  15, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20111  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

National  Bison  Range,  Ninepipe  and  Pablo 
Refuges,  Northwestern  Montana  Wet¬ 
lands  and  Swan  River  Refuge,  Montana 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  August  30,  1974. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations:  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Montana 

NATIONAL  BISON  RANGE,  NINEPIPE  AND  PABLO 
REFUGES,  NORTHWESTERN  MONTANA  WET¬ 
LANDS  AND  SWAN  RIVER  REFUGE 

(1)  Hunting  is  prohibited  on  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bison  Range  and  Ninepipe  and 
Pablo  Refuges. 


(2)  Northwestern  Montana  Wetlands 
as  posted  are  open  to  public  hunting  in 
accordance  with  State  and  Federal  hunt¬ 
ing  regulations. 

Special  Conditions 

(a)  Hunting  blinds  must  be  con¬ 
structed  of  native  material  available  at 
the  hunting  site.  Construction  of  blind 
does  not  establish  priority  to  the  blind  or 
the  hunting  area. 

(b)  Use  of  dogs  permitted  during  State 
Fish  and  Game  hunting  season. 

(3)  Swan  River  Refuge  is  open  to 
public  hunting,  as  posted  and  shown  on 
hunting  map,  in  accordance  with  State 
and  Federal  hunting  regulations. 

Special  Conditions 

(a)  Hunting  blinds  must  be  con¬ 
structed  of  native  material  available  at 
the  hunting  site.  Construction  of  blind 
does  not  establish  priority  to  the  blind 
or  the  hunting  area. 

(b)  Use  of  dogs  permitted  during  State 
Fish  and  Game  hunting  season. 

Marvin  R.  Kaschke, 
Refuge  Manager, 
National  Bison  Range. 

Moise,  Montana. 

August  15,  1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-20013  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  August  30,  1974. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations:  Ringneck 
pheasant;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

South  Dakota 

LACREEK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  cock  ringneck  pheas¬ 
ant  on  the  Lacreek  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  South  Dakota  is  permitted  in 
those  portions  of  Wildlife  Management 
Unit  #10  (3,000  acres)  and  the  Cedar 
Creek  addition  (1,500  acres)  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting  and  de¬ 
lineated  on  a  map  available  at  designated 
parking  areas  at  Refuge  Headquarters, 
Martin,  South  Dakota  57551  and  from 
the  Area  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Pierre,  S.D. 
57501.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
Regulations  governing  the  hunting  of 
cock  pheasants  subject  to  the  following 
special  conditions : 

a.  The  taking  of  other  than  cock 
pheasants  is  prohibited. 

b.  The  open  pheasant  hunting  season 
on  Wildlife  Management  Unit  No.  10 
will  be  from  noon  to  sunset  daily  October 
19  through  November  22,  1974  and  from 
10  a.m.  to  sunset  daily  December  2 
through  December  15,  1974.  The  open 
pheasant  hunting  season  on  the  Cedar 
Creek  addition  will  be  from  noon  to  sun¬ 
set  daily  November  1  through  November 
22, 1974. 

c.  Designated  hunting  access  and 
parking  sites  will  be  available.  Entrance 
and  parking  at  other  sites  will  be  pro¬ 
hibited. 
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d.  Hunting  will  be  allowed  only  by 
Special  Permit/Report  forms  available 
at  designated  parking  sites. 

The  provision  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
governs  hunting  in  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
60  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Part  32 


and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1974. 

Harold  H.  Burgess, 
Refuge  Manager,  Lacreek  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mar¬ 
tin,  South  Dakota. 

August  23, 1974. 

fra  Doc  74-20132  Filed  8  29-74; 8: 45  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[50  CFR  Part  32] 

HUNTING 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vestsed  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  by  the  Migratory 
Bird  Commission  Act  of  February  18, 
1929,  as  amended  (45  Stat.  1222;  16 
U.S.C.  715),  and  the  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  System  Administration  Act  of 
1966,  as  amended  (80  Stat.  927;  16  U.S.C. 
668dd),  as  delegated  to  the  Director, 
U.8.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by  Chap¬ 
ter  2,  Part  242  of  the  Departmental 
Manual,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  50  CFR 
32  by  the  addition  of  Dismal  Swamp 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Virginia  to 
the  list  of  areas  open  to  the  hunting  of 
big  game. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  big  game  may  be  permitted  as 
designated  on  the  above  refuge  with¬ 
out  detriment  to  the  objectives  for 
which  the  area  was  established. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  whenever  practicable, 
to  afford  the  public  an  opportunity  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  process. 
Accordingly,  interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment,  to  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 
on  or  before  September  30, 1974. 

Accordingly  it  is  proposed  that  §  32.31, 
List  of  open  areas ;  big  game,  be  amended 
by  the  following  addition. 

Virginia 

DISMAL  SWAMP  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Nathaniel  P.  Reed, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish 
and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 

[FR  Doc.74-20223  Filed  8-29-74;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[29  CFR  Part  1910] 

POSSIBLE  HAZARDS  OF  ARSENIC  AND  ITS 
INORGANIC  COMPOUNDS 

Request  for  Information  and  Notice  of 
Fact-Finding  Hearing 

The  National  Institute  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  (NIOSH),  U.S. 
Department  of  Health,  Education  and 
Welfare,  has  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  pursuant  to  the  Williams- 


Steiger  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970,  criteria  for  a  recommended 
standard  on  occupational  exposure  to  in¬ 
organic  arsenic. 

On  June  11,  1974,  an  Advance  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  for  an  occupa¬ 
tional  exposure  standard  for  inorganic 
arsenic  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  20494)  by  the  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(OSHA)  and  a  request  was  made  for  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  and  arguments  concerning  a 
standard  for  occupational  exposure  to 
inorganic  arsenic. 

Comments  received  in  response  to  the 
above  Federal  Register  Notice  included 
results  of  epidemiologic  studies  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Dow  ChemicrJ  Company 
and  by  the  Allied  Chemical  Corporation 
on  employees  who  had,  in  the  past,  been 
occupationally  exposed  to  inorganic  ar¬ 
senic.  Both  studies  revealed  increased  in¬ 
cidence  of  certain  types  of  cancers  in¬ 
volving  the  lungs  and  the  lymphatic  sys¬ 
tem.  Only  preliminary  data  was  supplied 
by  the  Allied  Chemical  Corporation. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  is  requesting  information  concerned 
with  exposure  to  arsenic  and  its  in¬ 
organic  compounds. 

The  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  requests  information  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  necessarily  limited  to: 

1.  Toxicity  of  arsenic  and  its  inorganic 
compounds. 

2.  Oncogenic  properties  of  arsenic  and 
its  inorganic  arsenic  compounds, 

3.  The  technologies  involved  in  the 
production  and  use  of  arsenic  and  its  in¬ 
organic  compounds, 

4.  Employee  populations  potentially 
or  actually  exposed  to  arsenic  and  its  in¬ 
organic  compounds,  and  involved  in  the 
production  and/or  use  of  arsenic  and  its 
inorganic  compounds,  and 

5.  Epidemiologic  studies  of  effects  of 
arsenic  and  its  compounds  on  exposed 
populations,  employee  or  otherwise. 

Such  informat.on  may  be  submitted 
either  in  writing  or  at  an  informal  fact¬ 
finding  hearing  to  be  held  on  Friday, 
September  20,  1974,  in  the  Departmental 
Auditorium,  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
between  12th  and  14th  Streets,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  e.d.t. 
on  September  20,  1974,  the  presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  will  hold  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  order  to  establish 
the  order  and  time  for  the  presentations, 
and  in  order  to  settle  any  other  matters 
relating  to  the  proceedings.  All  persons 
intending  to  make  presentations  should 
attend  the  pre-hearing  conference  which 
is  open  to  the  public.  The  public  hearing 


will  immediately  follow  the  pre-hearing 
conference. 

Persons  desiring  to  appear  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  must  file  a  written  notice  of  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  along  with  four  duplicate 
copies  with  J.  Ferrone,  OSHA  Committee 
Management  Office,  1726  M  Street,  NW., 
Room  200,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  (Phone:  202/ 
961-2248,  2487). 

If  possible,  notices  should  be  filed  be¬ 
fore  Monday,  September  16,  in  order 
to  facilitate  scheduling  the  appearances. 

The  notice  should  state  the  name  and 
address  of  the  person  wishing  to  appear, 
the  capacity  in  which  he  will  appear,  and 
the  approximate  amount  of  time  required 
for  the  presentation.  The  notice  should 
also  include,  or  be  accompanied  by,  a 
brief,  statement  of  the  presentation  to  be 
made. 

The  oral  proceedings  shall  be  reported 
verbatim.  The  use  of  prepared  statements 
by  witnesses  is  encouraged.  An  original 
and  four  copies  of  all  documents  to  be 
used  should  be  submitted  at  the  hearing. 

Persons  who  wish  to  submit  data  but 
who  do  not  wish  to  attend  the  hearing 
may  mail  such  written  data,  along  with 
four  duplicate  copies,  to  J.  Ferrone  at  the 
above  address  by  September  20,  1974. 
Such  data  will  be  submitted  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  inclusion  in 
the  hearing  record. 

The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
have  all  the  powers  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  to  conduct  a  fair  and  full  informal 
hearing,  including  the  powers: 

(a)  To  regulate  the  course  of  the  hear¬ 
ing; 

(b)  To  dispose  of  procedural  requests, 
objections,  and  comparable  matters; 

(c)  To  confine  the  presentations  to 
matters  pertinent  to  the  requested  in¬ 
formation; 

(d)  To  regulate  the  conduct  of  those 
present  at  the  hearing  by  appropriate 
means; 

(e)  In  his  discretion,  to  question  and 
permit  questioning  of  any  witness;  and 

(f )  In  his  discretion,  to  keep  the  record 
open  for  a  reasonable  stated  time  to 
receive  written  data  from  any  person  who 
has  participated  in  the  oral  proceeding. 

Following  the  close  of  the  hearing, 
the  presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  certifly  the  record  thereof  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

John  Stender. 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

I  FR  Doc. 74-201 20  Filed  8-29-74;8:46  am] 
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[29  CFR  Part  1910] 

STANDARD  FOR  OCCUPATIONAL 
EXPOSURE  TO  SULFURIC  ACID 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  National  Institute  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  (NIOSH) ,  U.S. 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  has  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  pursuant  to  the  Williams- 
Steiger  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970,  criteria  for  a  recommended 
standard  on  the  occupational  exposure 
to  sulfuric  acid.  The  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Labor  is  studying  the  criteria  and 
would  appreciate  public  participation  on 
the  issues  of  whether  a  new  standard  for 
sulfuric  acid  should  be  issued  on  the  basis 
of  the  criteria  or  any  other  information, 
and,  if  so,  what  should  be  the  contents 
of  a  proposed  standard  for  sulfuric  acid. 
The  issues  are  set  forth  with  greater  par¬ 
ticularity  below. 

Accordingly,  interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  data,  views,  and 
arguments  concerning  a  standard  on  oc¬ 
cupational  exposure  to  sulfuric  acid. 
Comments  are  specifically  requested 
concerning: 

(1)  Whether  a  new  standard  on  oc¬ 
cupational  exposure  to  sulfuric  acid 
should  be  issued; 

(2)  Each  section  of  the  standard  rec¬ 
ommended  by  NIOSH; 

(3)  Suitable  alternatives  to  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  NIOSH; 

(4)  Work  injury  and  illness  experi¬ 
ence  with  sulfuric  acid; 

(5)  Supported  cost  data  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  costs  of  coming  into  compliance 
with  the  standard  recommended  by 
NIOSH; 

(6)  Supported  data  on  any  possible 
environmental  impact  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  standard,  and  specifically  (a) 
any  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the 
standard  be  adopted,  (b)  alternatives  to 
such  standard,  (c)  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  local  short-term  uses  of  man’s  en¬ 
vironment  and  the  maintenance  and  en¬ 
hancement  of  long-term  productivity, 
and  (d)  any  irreversible  commitments 
of  resources  which  would  be  involved  if 
the  standard  should  be  Implemented; 
and 

( 7 )  Any  other  related  issues. 
Communications  should  be  submitted 

to  the  Docket  Oficer,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  220,  1726  M 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20210.  The 
communications  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
above  location. 

The  NIOSH  document  containing  the 
criteria  and  the  recommended  stand¬ 
ard  on  occupational  exposure  to  sul¬ 
furic  acid  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying,  upon  request,  at  any  of  the 
following  addresses: 


Regional  Offices 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Fifth  Floor 
18  Oliver  Street 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02110 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1615  Broadway  (1  As  tor  Plaza) 

New  York,  New  York  10036 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

15220  Gateway  Center 
3535  Market  Street 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19104 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1375  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 

Suite  587 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

300  South  Wacker  Drive — Room  1201 
Chicago,  Dllnois  60606 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

7th  Floor — Texaco  Building 
1512  Commerce  Street 
Dallas.  Texas  75201 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

823  Walnut  Street 
Wal  tower  Building — Room  300 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Building — Room  15010 
1961  Stout  Street 
Denver,  Colorado  80202 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

9470  Federal  Building 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 
P.O.  Box  36017 

San  Francisco,  California  94102 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

506  Second  Avenue 

1808  Smith  Tower  Building 

Seattle,  Washington  98104 

Area  Offices 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Custom  House  Building 
State  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02109 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  , 

Federal  Building — Room  617 
450  Main  Street 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06103 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

90  Church  Street — Room  1405 
New  York,  New  York  10007 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  203 — Midtown  Plaza 
700  East  Water  Street 
Syracuse,  New  York  13210 


U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

370  Old  Country  Road 
Garden  City,  Long  Island,  New  York  11530 
UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Building — Room  425 
55  Pleasant  Street 
Concord,  New  Hampshire  03301 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  Building 
436  Dwight  Street 
Room  504 

Springfield,  Massachusetts  01103 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Office  Building 
970  Broad  Street — Room  1435C 
Newark,  New  Jersey  07102 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Condominium  San  Alberto  Bldg. 

605  Condado  Avenue — Room  328 
Santurce,  Puerto  Rico  00907 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

William  J.  Green,  Jr.  Federal  Building 
600  Arch  Street 

Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Building — Room  1110-A 
31  Hopkins  Plaza — Charles  Center 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21201 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  802,  Jonnet  Building 
4099  William  Penn  Highway 
Monroeville,  Pennsylvania  15146 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1371  Peachtree  Street,  N.E.,  Room  728 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  / 

Room  204 — Bridge  Building 
3200  E.  Oakland  Park  Boulevard 
Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida  33308 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

2809  Art  Museum  Drive — Suite  4 
Art  Museum  Plaza 
Jacksonville,  Florida  32207 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Charleston  National  Plaza — Suite  1726 
700  Virginia  Street  » 

Charleston,  West  Virginia  25301 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Building,  Room  8081 
400  N.  8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  10186 
Richmond,  Virginia  23240 

UB.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal  Office  Building — Room  618A 
310  New  Bern  Avenue 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27601 
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US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1600  Hayes  Street — Suite  903 
Nashville,  Tennessee  37203 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Todd  Mall,  2047  Canyon  Road 

Birmingham,  Alabama  35216 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Suite  554— E  600  Federal  Place 

Louisville,  Kentucky  40202 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Commerce  Building — Room  600 
118  North  Royal  Street 
Mobile,  Alabama  36602 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1710  Gervals  Street — Room  205 
Columbia,  South  Carolina  29211 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

300  South  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois  60606 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

360  S.  Third  Street — Room  109 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Enterprise  Building — Suite  301 
6605  Abercorn  Street 
Savannah,  Georgia  31405 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Riverside  Plaza  Shopping  Center 
2720  Riverside  Drive 
Macon,  Georgia  31204 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

6760  1-55  North  Frontage  Rd.  East 
Jackson,  Mississippi  39200 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

847  Federal  Office  Building 
1240  East  Ninth  Street 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44199 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Michigan  Theatre  Building — Room  626 
220  Bagley  Avenue 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Clark  Building — Room  400 
633  West  Wisconsin  Avenue 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  53203 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse 
Room  423 
46  East  Ohio  Street 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  734  Federal  Office  Building 
234  N.  Summit  Street 
Toledo,  Ohio  43604 


U3.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Adolphus  Tower— Suite  1820 
1412  Main  Street 
Dallas,  Texas  75202 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

546  Carondelet  Street — Room  202 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70130 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

110  South  Fourth  Street — Room  437 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55401 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  5522 — Federal  Office  Building 
550  Main  Street 
Cincinnati.  Ohio  45202 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

307  Central  National  Bank  Building 
2100  Travis  Street 
Houston,  Texas  77002 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  421 — Federal  Building 
1205  Texas  Avenue 
Lubbock,  Texas  79401 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  512 — Petroleum  Building 

420  South  Boulder 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74103 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  303 — Donaghey  Building 

103  East  7th  Street 

Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72201 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  108 — Federal  Building 

421  Gold  Avenue,  S.W. 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  67103 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

City  National  Bank  Building 
Room  803 

Omaha,  Nebraska  68102 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Squire  Plaza  Building 
8527  W.  Colfax  Avenue 
Lakewood,  Colorado  80215 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Suite  309 

Executive  Building 
455  East  4th  South 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111 

US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Room  215 

1015  Jackson  Keller  Road 
San  Antonio,  Texas  78213 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

1627  Main  Street — Room  1100 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64108 


U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

210  North  12th  Boulevard — Room  554 
Saint  Loots.  Missouri  63101 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

Suite  625  Petroleum  Building 
2812  1st  Avenue — North 
Billings,  Montana  59101 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion 

100  McAllister  Street — Room  1706 
San  Francisco.  California  94102 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Hartwell  Building — Room  401 
19  Pine  Avenue 
Long  Beach,  California  90602 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

1203  South  Carson  Street 
Carson  City,  Nevada  89701 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

121-107th  Street,  N.E. 

Bellevue,  Washington  98004 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Federal  Building — Room  237 
605  West  4th  Avenue 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Suite  318 — Amerco  Towers 
2721  North  Central  Avenue 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85004 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

333  Queen  Street — Suite  505 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room  526  Plttock  Block 
921  S.W.  Washington  Street 
Portland,  Oregon  97205 
US.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Adminis¬ 
tration 

228  Idaho  Building 
216  North  8th  Street 
Boise,  Idaho  83702 

and  they  will  be  available  for  inspection 
at  the  national  and  regional  offices  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  National  Institute  for  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health,  at  the 
following  addresses : 

US.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
Room  10— A— 22 
6600  Fishers  Lane 
RockvlUe.  Maryland  20852 
US.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

1100  Commerce  Street,  Room  8-C-63 
Dallas.  Texas  75202 
US.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

401  North  Broad  Street 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19108 
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U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
8017  Federal  Building 
19th  and  Stout  Streets 
Denver,  Colorado  80202 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building 
Government  Center 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02203 
US.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
26  Federal  Plaza 
New  York,  New  York  10007 
US.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
601  East  12th  Street 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

264  Federal  Office  Building 
60  Foulton  Street 
San  Francisco,  California  94102 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

50  Seventh  Street,  NE. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30323 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 
Arcade  Building 

1321  Second  Street  . 

Seattle,  Washington  98101 
U.S.  Department  of  HEW 
National  Institute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health 

300  South  Wacker  Drive 
Chicago,  Illinois  60607 

Finally,  copies  of  the  NIOSH  docu¬ 
ment  are  available  for  purchase  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20402.  The  stock  number  is 
GPO-1733-000-34. 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  is  issued  under  section  6  of  the 
Williams -Steiger  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1593;  29 
U.S.C.  655)  and  Secretary  of  Labor’s 
Order  No.  12-71  (36  FR  8754) . 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc.74-20166  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am[ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Parts  121,  141a,  146a  ] 
INTRAMAMMARY  INFUSION  PRODUCTS 
FOR  TREATING  MASTITIS 
Proposed  Revocation  and  Amendment  of 
Antibiotic  Certification  Provisions  and 
Related  Regulations 

Elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register,  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  is  issuing  a  notice  of  opportunity 
for  hearing  for  certain  Intramammary 
infusion  products  for  treating  mastitis. 


The  Commissioner  is  concurrently  pro¬ 
posing  to  revoke  or  amend  the  mono¬ 
graphs  underlying  approval  of  the  drug 
products  which  are  the  subject  of  that 
notice,  and  their  corresponding  methods 
of  analysis  and  food  additive  regulations. 

The  background  and  details  of  this 
proposed  action  are  fully  discussed  in  the 
related  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing 
published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
proposed  amendments  to  §§  141a.38  and 
146a.57  also  reflect  revisions  to  provide 
for  certification  of  batches  of  the  product 
approved  in  21  CFR  135d.l3,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  24,  1974 
(39  FR  26889). 

Except  for  those  portions  of  this  pro¬ 
posal  pertinent  to  certification  of  the 
product  approved  in  21  CFR  135d.l3,  the 
final  order  will  be  issued  following  dis¬ 
position  of  the  related  notice  of  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing,  published  elsewhere 
in  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register, 
without  further  opportunity  for  objec¬ 
tion  or  hearing. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  409,  507,  512,  701;  52  Stat. 
1055-1056  as  amended,  59  Stat.  463  as 
amended,  72  Stat.  1785-1788  as  amended, 
82  Stat.  343-351;  21  U.S.C.  348,  357,  360b, 
371)  and  the  Animal  Drug  Amendments 
of  1968  (sec.  108(b)  82  Stat.  353)  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  it  is  proposed 
that  Chapter  I  of  Title  21,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

§  121.249  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  121.249  Food  additives  lor  use 
in  milk-producing  animals  by  revoking 
paragraph  (a)  (4)  and  (5) . 


PART  141a— PENICILLIN  AND  PENICIL¬ 
LIN-CONTAINING  DRUGS  FOR  VETER¬ 
INARY  USE;  TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF 
ASSAY 

2.  By  revising  §  141a.38  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§*141a.38  Proeaine  penieillin  and  dihy¬ 
drostreptomycin  in  oil,  veterinary. 

(a)  Potency — (1)  Penicillin  content. 
Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.105  of  this 
chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay 
as  follows:  Express  the  syringe  contents 
into  a  high  glass  blender  jar  containing 
1  milliliter  of  polysorbate  80  and  suffi¬ 
cient  1  percent  potassium  phosphate 
buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  1)  to  give  a  stock 
solution  of  convenient  concentration. 
Blend  for  3  to  5  minutes.  Further  dilute 
an  aliquot  of  the  stock  solution  with  solu¬ 
tion  1  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  unit  of  penicillin  per  milliliter  (esti¬ 
mated)  . 

(b)  Dihydrostreptomycin  content. 
Proceed  as  directed  in  5  436.105  of  this 
chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay 
as  follows:  Express  the  syringe  contents 
into  a  high  speed  glass  blender  jar  con¬ 
taining  1  milliliter  of  polysorbate  80  and 
sufficient  0.1M  potassium  phosphate 


buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3)  to  give  a  stock 
solution  of  convenient  concentration. 
Blend  for  3  to  5  minutes.  To  a  suitable 
aliquot  of  the  resultant  solution,  add 
sufficient  penicillinase  and  let  stand  for 
30  minutes  at  37°C  to  inactivate  the 
penicillin.  After  Inactivation,  further 
dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  reference 
concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of  diby- 
drostreptomycin  per  milliliter  (esti¬ 
mated)  . 

(c)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

§§  141a. 93  and  141a.l08  [RevokcdJ 

3.  By  revoking  §S  141a.93  Procaine 
penicillin  G-neomycin  in  oil,  veterinary, 
and  141a.l08  Procaine  penicillin-novobi¬ 
ocin  polymyxin-dihydrostreptomycin  in 
oil  and  reserving  them  for  future  use. 


PART  146a— CERTIFIED  PENICILLIN  AND 

PENICILLIN-CONTAINING  DRUGS  FOR 

VETERINARY  USE 

4.  By  revising  §  146a.45  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  146a.45  Procaine  penicillin  (i  in  oil. 
veterinary. 

The  requirements  for  certification  and 
the  tests  and  methods  of  assay  for  pro¬ 
caine  penicillin  G  in  oil  for  veterinary 
use  are  described  under  §  440.274a  of  this 
chapter,  with  the  following  exceptions : 

(a)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  If  it  is  conspicuously 
labeled  for  veterinary  use,  it  is  exempt 
from  the  potency  requirement  in 
§  440.274a(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter.  It  is 
sterile  unless  it  is  packaged  and  labeled 
solely  for  udder  instillations  of  cattle.  If 
the  procaine  penicillin  G  in  oil  is 
packaged  and  labeled  solely  for  udder  in¬ 
stillations  of  cattle,  the  penicillin  used  is 
exempt  from  the  requirements  of  $  440  - 
74a(a)(l)  (ii),  (iii),  and  (iv)  of  this 
chapter. 

(b)  Packaging.  If  it  is  labeled  solely 
for  udder  instillations  of  cattle,  it  may 
be  packaged  in  plastic  or  collapsible  tubes 
which  shall  be  well-closed  containers  as 
defined  by  the  U.SP.  If  it  is  packaged  and 
labeled  solely  for  veterinary  use,  it  need 
not  meet  the  requirements  for  quantity 
of  procaine  penicillin  in  oil  in  each  con¬ 
tainer,  as  described  in  §  440.274a (a)  (2) 
of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Labeling.  When  it  is  packaged  for 
dispensing  and  intended  solely  for 
veterinary  use: 

(1)  If  it  does  not  contain  adrenocorti¬ 
cotropic  hormone,  it  shall  comply  with 
§  440.274a(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter,  except 
in  lieu  of  the  statement  “Caution:  Fed¬ 
eral  law  prohibits  dispensing  without 
prescription”,  each  package  shall  include 
adequate  directions  and  warnings  for  the 
veterinary  use  of  the  drug  by  the  laity 
in  all  cases  except  those  in  which  the 
veterinary  prescription  statement  is  re¬ 
quired  by  regulations  under  Part  135b  of 
this  chapter.  In  those  cases,  the  veteri¬ 
nary  prescription  statement  shall  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  prescribed  by 
§  1.106(c)  of  this  chapter.  If  it  is  in¬ 
tended  for  udder  instillation  in  cattle,  it 
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shall  be  exempt  from  the  requirements 
of  §  1.106(b)  (2)  (v)  of  this  chapter. 

(2)  If  it  contains  adrenocorticotropic 
hormone,  it  shall  comply  with  $  1.106(c) 
of  this  chapter  and  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  §  440.274a(a)f3)  of  this 
chapter. 

(3)  Each  package  shall  bear  on  its 
label  and  labeling,  unless  it  is  intended 
for  udder  instillation  in  cattle,  the  state¬ 
ment  “Warning — Not  for  use  in  animals 
which  are  raised  for  food  production.” 

(d)  Requests  for  certification ;  samples. 

If  the  batch  of  procaine  penicillin  G  in 
oil  is  intended  solely  for  udder  instilla¬ 
tions  of  cattle,  test  results  for  toxicity, 
sterility,  and  pyrogens  are  not  required. 

5.  By  revising  1 146a.57  to  read  as 

follows: 

§  1 16a. 57  Procaine  penicillin  and  dihy- 

drostreptomyein  in  oil,  veterinary. 

(a)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Procaine  penicillin 
and  di hydrostreptomycin  in  oil  veteri¬ 
nary  is  composed  of  procaine  penicillin  G 
and  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  in  an 
oil  suspension  with  one  or  more  suitable 
and  harmless  gelling  and  hardening 
agents.  Each  10  milliliter  single  dose  dis¬ 
posable  syringe  contains  1,000,000  units 
of  penicillin  and  dihydrostreptomycin 
sulfate  equivalent  to  1.0  gram  of  dihydro¬ 
streptomycin.  Its  potency  is  satisfactory 
if  it  contains  not  less  than  90  percent  and 
not  more  than  120  percent  of  the  number 
of  units  of  penicillin  and  number  of 
grams  of  dihydrostreptomycin  that  it  is 
represented  to  contain.  Its  moisture  con¬ 
tent  is  not  more  than  1.4  percent.  The 
procaine  penicillin  used  conforms  to  the 
requirements  of  1 44Q.74a(a)  of  this 
chapter,  except  for  the  requirements  of 
§  440.74a(a)(l)(ii),  (iii).  and  (iv).  The 
dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  requirements  of  I  444.10a 

(a)  of  this  chapter,  except  for  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  sterility,  toxicity,  pyro¬ 
gens.  and  histamine. 

(b)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  148.3 
and  I  135d.l3  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Requests  for  certificatio  n;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  test  and  assays  on: 

(1)  The  procaine  penicillin  G  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  moisture, 
crystallinity,  and  procaine  penicillin  G 
content. 

(ii)  The  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
used  in  making  the  batch  for  potency, 
moisture,  pH,  streptomycin  content,  and 
crystallinity. 

(iii)  The  batch  for  penicillin  content, 
dihydrostreptomycin  content  and  mois¬ 
ture. 

(2)  Samples  required: 

(i) '  The  procaine  penicillin  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  300  milli¬ 
grams. 

(ii)  The  dihydrostreptomycin  sulfate 
used  in  making  the  batch:  6  packages, 
each  containing  approximately  500 
milligrams. 


(iii)  The  batch:  a  minimum  of  6  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

§§  liba.62,  146a.  128  (Revoked) 

6.  By  revoking  SI  146a. 62  Procaine 
penicillin  G-neomycin  hi  oO,  veterinary, 
and  146a.  126  Procaine  penicillin  G- 
s odium  novobiocin  in  oil,  veterinary  and 
reserving  them  for  future  use. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
September  30,  1974,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Pood  and  Drug  Administration. 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  quintuplicate)  regarding  this  pro¬ 
posal,  except  that  comments  pertaining 
to  issues  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
related  notice  of  opportunity  for  hearing 
published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  shall  be  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  that  notice.  Comments 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office 
during  working  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  August  23, 1974. 

Sam  D.  Fnre, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.74-20123  Filed  8-39-74:6:45  am] 


[  21  CFR  Part  328  ] 

IN  VITRO  DIAGNOSTIC  PRODUCTS  FOR 
HUMAN  USE 

Proposed  Establishment  of  Product  Class 

Standard  for  Detection  or  Measurement 

of  Glucose 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  74-14703  appearing  at  page 
24136  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  June  28, 
1974,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  On  page  24136,  in  the  third  column, 
item  3,  the  last  line  should  read  “43,  No. 
6:562-569, 1965.” 

2.  On  page  24140,  in  the  first  column, 
the  first  paragraph  which  is  designated 
as  (2),  in  the  last  line  a  period  should 
follow  the  word  “results.” 

3.  On  page  24142,  In  the  first  column, 
the  sixth  line  from  the  top,  the  phrase 
“air-pistol”  should  read  “air-piston”. 

4.  On  page  21442,  in  the  middle  col¬ 
umn,  the  third  complete  paragraph,  the 
sixth  line,  the  phrase  “all-grass”  should 
read  “all-glass”. 

5.  On  page  24144,  In  the  middle  col¬ 
umn,  the  second  complete  paragraph, 
the  fourth  line,  the  word  “certification” 
should  read  “centrifugation”. 


Social  Security  Administration 
[20  CFR  Part  404] 

[Regulations  No.  4] 

FEDERAL  OLD-AGE.  SURVIVORS,  AND 
DISABILITY  INSURANCE 

Drug  Addiction  and  Alcoholism 
Notice  1a  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553) ,  that  the  amendments  to  the 


regulations  set  forth  below  in  tentative 
form  are  proposed  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Social  Security  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare.  The  proposed  amendments  to 
§  404.1506  and  to  the  listing  of  Impair¬ 
ments  conform  the  title  n  regulations 
to  the  proposed  title  XVI  regulations 
and,  as  with  the  proposed  title  XTV  reg¬ 
ulations,  will  be  applied  on  an  interim 
basis  in  administering  the  Disability  In¬ 
surance  program  until  final  regulations 
are  adopted.  These  changes  are  intended 
only  to  clarify  the  regulations  concerning 
the  determination  as  to  whether  or  not 
disability  exists  under  the  title  II  Dis¬ 
ability  Insurance  program  where  an  in¬ 
dividual  is  a  drug  addict  or  alcoholic  and 
to  make  unequivocally  clear  what  has 
been  the  Social  Security  Administration’s 
policy  from  the  beginning  of  that  pro¬ 
gram — the  presence  of  a  condition  diag¬ 
nosed  as  addiction  to  alcohol  or  drugs 
will  not,  by  itself,  be  the  basis  for  a  find¬ 
ing  that  the  individual  is  or  is  not  under  a 
disability.  As  with  any  other  condition, 
the  determination  as  to  disability  in  such 
instances,  shall  be  based  on  signs,  symp¬ 
toms,  and  laboratory  findings. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  thereto 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Secu¬ 
rity,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Building,  Fourth  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20201,  on  or  before  September  30, 
1974. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  business 
hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  North 
Building,  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be 
Issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  205,  223,  and  1102,  53  Stat.  1368, 
as  amended,  70  Stat.  815,  as  amended, 
49  Stat.  647,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  405, 
423, 1302. 

(Catalog  ot  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.802,  Social  Security  Disability 
Insurance.) 

Dated:  August  1, 1974. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  August  26, 1974. 

Frank  Carlucci, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Part  404  of  Chapter  III  of  Title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amend  :d  as  Tollows: 

1.  Section  404.1506  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as 
follows. 

§  404.1506  Listing  of  impairments  in 
appendix, 

•  *  •  •  • 
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(d)  The  presence  of  a  condition  diag¬ 
nosed  or  defined  as  addiction  to  alcohol 
or  drugs  will  not,  by  itself,  be  the  basis 
for  a  finding  that  an  individual  Is  or  is 
not  under  a  disability.  As  with  any 
other  condition,  the  determination  as  to 
disability  in  such  instances  shall  be 
based  on  symptoms,  signs,  and  labora¬ 
tory  findings. 

2.  Section  12.04  of  the  Appendix  (List¬ 
ing  of  Impairments)  to  Subpart  P  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

12.04  Functional  nonpsychotic  disorders 
{phychophyriolocic,  psychoneurotic  and  per¬ 
sonality  disorders,  drug  addiction  and  al¬ 
coholism).  Manlflested  by  marked  restric¬ 
tion  of  daily  activities  and  constriction  of 
Interests  and  deterioration  in  personal  hab¬ 
its  and  seriously  impaired  ability  to  relate 
to  other  people  and  persistence  of  one  of  the 
following: 

A.  Demonstrable  structural  changes  me¬ 
diated  through  psychophyslologlcal  chan¬ 
nels  (e.g.,  duodenal  ulcer) ;  or 

B.  Recurrent  and  persistent  periods  of 
anxiety,  with  tension,  apprehension,  and 
Interference  with  concentration  and  mem¬ 
ory;  or 

C.  Persistent  depressive  affect  with  insom¬ 
nia,  loss  of  weight,  and  suicidal  ideation;  or 

D.  Phobic  or  obsessive  ruminations  with 
inappropriate,  bizarre,  or  disruptive  behavior, 
or 

E.  Compulsive,  ritualistic  behavior;  or 

F.  Persistent  functional  disturbance  of  vi¬ 
sion,  speech,  hearing,  or  use  of  a  limb  with 
demonstrable  structural  or  trophic  changes; 
or 

Q.  Long-lasting,  habitual,  and  inappro¬ 
priate  patterns  of  behavior  manifested  by  one 
of  the  following : 

1.  Seclusiveness  and  autistic  thinking;  or 

2.  Antisocial  or  amoral  behavior  (including 
pathologic  sexuality)  manifested  by:  (a)  in¬ 
ability  to  learn  from  experience  and  inability 
to  conform  with  accepted  social  standards, 
leading  to  repeated  conflicts  with  society  or 
authority  and  (b)  by  psychopathology  docu¬ 
mented  by  mental  status  examination  and 
the  results  of  appropriate,  standardized  psy¬ 
chological  tests;  or 

3.  Pathologically  inappropriate  suspicious¬ 
ness  or  hostility  manifested  by  psychopath¬ 
ology  documented  by  mental  status  examina¬ 
tion  and  the  results  of  appropriate,  standard¬ 
ized  psychological  tests. 

[PR  Doc.  74-20153  Piled  8-29-74;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-EA-34] 
CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regula¬ 
tions  that  vrmld  alter  the  Farmingdale, 
N.Y.,  part  time  Control  Zone  and  Baby¬ 
lon,  N.Y.,  700-foot  floor  Transition  Area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 


ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Eastern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  N.Y.  11430.  All  communications 
on  or  before  September  30,  1974  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
informal  docket  also  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  out¬ 
side  domestic  airspace  of  the  United 
States  is  governed  by  Article  12  of  and 
Annex  11  to  the  Convention  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Civil  Aviation,  which  pertain  to 
the  establishment  of  air  navigation  fa¬ 
cilities  and  services  necessary  to  promot¬ 
ing  the  safe,  orderly,  and  expeditious 
flow  of  civil  air  traffic.  Their  purpose  is 
to  insure  that  civil  flying  on  international 
air  routes  is  carried  out  under  uniform 
conditions  designed  to  improve  the  safety 
and  efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  State,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  State  accepts  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  State  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the 
International  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  State  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  State,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  inter¬ 
national  airspace  with  due  regard  for  the 
safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  Involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  the  Administrator 
has  consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  10854. 

The  proposed  alteration  of  the  Farm¬ 
ingdale,  N.Y.,  part  time  Control  Zone 
and  Babylon,  N.Y.,  700-foot  floor  Transi¬ 
tion  Area  results  from:  (1)  the  cancella¬ 


tion  of  the  Deer  Park,  N.Y.,  VOR^l 
Standard  Instrument  Approach  Pro¬ 
cedure  (SLAP)  due  to  deactivation  of  the 
airport;  (2)  the  alteration  of  the  Repub¬ 
lic  Airport,  Farmingdale,  N.Y.,  NDB 
RWY  1  SLAP;  (3)  a  review  of  control 
zone  airspace  requirements  to  encompass 
IFR  arrival  and  random  departures  at 
Republic  Airport;  (4)  a  review  of  transi¬ 
tion  area  airspace  requirements  to  en¬ 
compass  IFR  arrivals  and  random  de¬ 
partures  at  Republic  Airport,  Grumman- 
Bethpage  Airport,  Bethpage,  N.Y.,  and 
Zahns  Airport,  Amityville,  New  York. 

The  control  zone  modification  pro¬ 
posed  herein  would  delete  the  present 
southeast  control  zone  extension.  The 
Babylon  700-foot  floor  Transition  Area 
southeast  extension  dimensions  would  be 
increased  by  an  additional  3  NM  to  the 
southeast,  2  NM  to  the  east,  and  2  NM 
to  the  west. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

1.  Section  71.171  is  amended,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

Farmingdale,  N.Y. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Republic  Air¬ 
port,  Farmingdale,  N.Y.  (latitude  40'43 '45" 
N.,  longitude  73°24'50”  W.),  extending  clock¬ 
wise  from  065*  T(077*M)  bearing  to  the 
270°  T(282°  M)  bearing  and  within  a  6- 
mile  radius  extending  clockwise  from  the 
270*  T(282*  M)  to  the  065°  T  (077*  M)  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  airport.  This  control  zone  shall 
be  in  effect  from  0700  to  2300  hours,  local 
time,  dally. 

2.  Section  71.181  is  amended,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

Babylon,  N.Y. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10-mile 
radius  of  Republic  Airport,  Farmingdale, 
N.Y.  (latitude  40*43’45"  N.,  longitude  73*24' 
50"  W.);  within  4.5  miles  northeast  and  6.5 
mUes  southwest  of  the  Republic  Airport  ILS 
localizer  northwest  course,  extending  from 
the  outer  marker  (latitude  40*46'35"  N., 
longitude  73°28'59"  W.)  to  11.6  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  outer  marker;  within  3.6  miles 
each  side  of  a  155°  T(167‘  M)  bearing  from 
the  Babylon,  N.Y.,  Radio  Beacon  extending 
from  the  10-mile  radius  area  to  11.5  miles 
southeast  of  the  radio  beacon;  within  3.5 
miles  each  side  of  a  165*  T  (177°  M)  bearing 
from  the  Babylon,  N.Y.,  Radio  Beacon  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  10-mile  radius  area  to  11.5 
mUes  southeast  of  the  radio  beacon;  within  a 
9.5-mile  radius  of  Grumman-Bethpage  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  40°44'45"  N.,  longitude  73*29' 
30"  W.). 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a)  and  1510),  Executive  Order 
10854  (24  FR  9565)  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  26, 1974. 

Charles  H.  Newpol, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc. 74-20062  Filed  8-29-74;  8:46  am] 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

[  10  CFR  Part  211  ] 

ALLOCATION  OF  OLD  OIL 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Public 
Hearing 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  proposal  to 
amend  Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  211,  Subpart  C,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  allocation  of  old  oil  (domestic 
crude  oil  that  is  subject  to  the  ceiling 
price  rule  in  the  price  regulations) 
through  an  entitlements  program.  The 
proposal  would  effectuate  the  allocation 
of  old  oil  among  all  refiners  on  a  basis 
proportionate  to  their  refining  capacity 
and  would  operate  in  conjunction  with 
the  crude  oil  allocation  program  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  §  211.65.  The  objective  of  the 
entitlements  program  proposed  is  to 
achieve  the  equitable  distribution  of  the 
low  priced  old  oil  among  all  sectors  of 
the  petroleum  industry,  including  inde¬ 
pendent  and  small  refiners,  and  thereby 
to  assure  that  domestically  refined  petro¬ 
leum  products  are  sold  at  equitable 
prices  by  all  distributors  of  petroleum 
products,  including  branded  and  non- 
branded  independent  marketers,  in  all 
regions  of  the  United  States.  The  FEA 
also  gives  notice  that  it  will  receive  writ¬ 
ten  comments  and  hold  a  public  hearing 
with  respect  to  this  proposal. 

General  Background 

The  Cost  of  Living  Council  Phase  IV 
crude  oil  price  controls  implemented  in 
August  1973,  and  subsequently  adopted 
by  the  FEA,  established  a  two-tier  pric¬ 
ing  system  for  domestic  crude  oil.  Under 
this  system,  using  1972  production  as  the 
base  level,  the  owner  of  a  property  pro¬ 
ducing  the  same  or  less  than  the  base 
level  (“old"  oil)  could  sell  at  a  price  no 
higher  than  the  ceiling  prioe  imposed  by 
the  regulations.  Where  a  property  pro¬ 
duced  in  excess  of  the  base  level  (“new” 
oil),  such  an  amount  could  be  sold  at 
the  current  market  price.  In  addition,  for 
a  property  producing  in  excess  of  the 
base  level,  an  amount  of  the  old  oil  from 
such  a  property  equal  to  the  amount 
of  new  oil  could  be  “released”  from  price 
controls  and  the  entire  base  production 
control  level  sold  at  a  rolled-in  price  de¬ 
termined  in  accordance  with  the  formula 
set  out  in  the  regulations.  The  break¬ 
down  on  domestic  crude  runs  by  domestic 
refineries  is  roughly  as  follows:  ap¬ 
proximately  60  percent  was  old  oil,  11 
percent  was  released  oil,  16  percent  was 
new  oil  and  13  percent  was  stripper  well 
oil. 

The  dramatic  increases  in  prices  of 
foreign  crude  oil  over  the  last  ten  months 
have  resulted  in  a  wide  disparity  between 
the  average  price  of  old  oil  and  free  or 
world  market  prices.  As  a  result  of  this 
disparity,  the  weighted  average  cost  of 
crude  oil  to  domestic  refiners  presently 
varies  by  as  much  as  $6  to  $7  per  barrel, 
according  to  FEA  estimates.  Although 
many  small  refiners  have  low  weighted 
average  crude  costs,  small  and  inde¬ 


pendent  refiners  on  the  average  have 
significantly  higher  crude  costs  than  the 
major  integrated  oil  companies.  The 
principal  reason  for  this  disparity  is  that 
the  majors  as  a  class  enjoy  greater 
access  to  lower-cost  old  oil. 

During  the  period  in  which  the  Arab 
embargo  was  in  effect,  crude  oil  was  in 
very  short  supply  worldwide  as  well  as 
domestically  and  this  created  a  demand 
situation  in  which  it  was  possible  to  mar¬ 
ket  refined  products  produced  from  even 
the  highest  priced  crude  oil.  However, 
since  the  lifting  of  the  embargo,  supply 
constraints  caused  by  the  embargo  have 
been  significantly  diminished,  and  the 
marketplace  for  refined  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  has  become  much  more  sensitive  to 
price  considerations.  Those  refiners  re¬ 
lying  primarily  on  imported,  new  or 
stripper  well  oil,  all  of  which  are  sold  at 
free  market  prices,  and  those  marketers 
selling  products  produced  from  these 
higher-cost  crudes  are  now  placed  at  a 
competitive  disadvantage  in  relation  to 
refiners  with  supplies  of  old  oil  and  mar¬ 
keters  selling  refined  products  produced 
by  such  refiners. 

The  proposed  is  intended  to  give  all  re¬ 
finers  the  financial  benefits  associated 
with  access  to  supplies  of  old  oil  by,  In 
effect,  allocating  old  oil  to  each  refiner 
in  such  a  way  so  as  to  give  such  refiner 
its  proportionate  share  of  total  domestic 
supplies  of  old  oil. 

The  FEA  has  authority  to  institute  the 
proposal  based  on  section  4(a)  of  the 
Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  which  requires  the  FEA  to  promul¬ 
gate  regulations  for  the  mandatory  allo¬ 
cation  and  pricing  of  crude  oil.  Under  this 
section,  the  FEA  has  discretion  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  manner  for  prescribing  the 
amount  to  be  allocated  and  the  price  for 
such  allocated  amounts. 

Since  many  of  the  high-cost  refiners 
belong  to  the  small  and  independent  sec¬ 
tor  of  the  industry,  the  proposal  to  allo¬ 
cate  old  oil  is  viewed  as  consistent  with 
FEA’s  objection  under  the  Allocation  Act 
to  preserve  the  competitive  viability  of 
small  and  independent  refiners  and  the 
marketers  of  their  products.  Further¬ 
more,  the  proposed  program  is  specifi¬ 
cally  designed  to  achieve  the  Congres¬ 
sional  objective  of  providing  for  the 
equitable  distribution  of  crude  oil  (ir  this 
case  domestic  old  oil)  at  equitable  prices 
among  all  sectors  of  the  petroleum  In¬ 
dustry. 

The  existing  Mandatory  Crude  Oil 
Allocation  Program  has  several  features 
built  into  it  which  have  already  resulted 
in  some  degree  of  cost  equalization 
among  refiners.  Both  the  December  1, 
1973  freeze  of  supplier/purchaser  rela¬ 
tionships  for  domestic  crude  oil  in 
§  211.63(a)  and  the  crude  oil  allocation 
program  in  §  211.65,  for  example,  have 
helped  to  maintain  the  competitive  via¬ 
bility  of  small  and  independent  refiners. 
However,  because  these  programs  are  de¬ 
signed  principally  for  supply  purposes, 
they  have  not  adequately  met  the  need 
to  bring  the  small  and  independent  sec¬ 
tor  of  the  refinery  industry  into  relative 


cost  parity  with  the  major  refiners.  It  is 
believed  this  goal  can  be  achieved  more 
easily  and  with  less  disruption  of  exist¬ 
ing  marketing  mechanisms  by  a  program 
such  as  the  one  proposed,  which  does  not 
provide  for  the  actual  physical  allocation 
of  old  oil  but  effectuates  such  allocation 
through  the  issuance  and  sale  of 
entitlements. 

In  large  measure,  the  goal  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  to  improve  the  access  of  small 
and  independent  refiners  to  old  domestio 
oil.  In  addition,  however,  the  proposed 
program  is  also  designed  effectively  to 
provide  all  refiners  with  proportionate 
amounts  of  old  oil,  based  on  their  relative 
refinery  capacities.  The  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  is  accordingly  aimed  not  only  at 
bringing  the  small  and  independent  re¬ 
fining  sector  as  a  class  into  a  more  com¬ 
petitive  position  with  respect  to  the  ma¬ 
jors,  but  it  is  also  specifically  designed 
to  assure  that  all  segments  of  the  petro¬ 
leum  industry  will  benefit  equally  from 
lower-priced  domestic  oil.  Thus,  the  FEA 
anticipates  that  in  some  cases,  major 
oil  companies  (with  a  low  level  of  old  oil 
supplies)  will  benefit  by  the  program, 
while  some  small  refiners  (with  a  high 
level  of  old  oil  supplies)  may  be  required 
to  buy  entitlements  under  the  program. 
This  goal  is  consistent  with  the  Congres¬ 
sional  objectives  of  achieving  equitable 
distribution  of  crude  oil  at  equitable 
prices  among  all  sectors  of  the  petroleum 
industry  and  preserving  an  economically 
sound  and  competitive  petroleum 
industry. 

Description  of  Program 

GEITERAL 

Under  the  proposal,  each  refiner  would 
be  issued  entitlements  (pursuant  to  a 
notice  published  by  FEA)  to  Include  in 
its  crude  oil  receipts  (as  defined  In  the 
regulation)  a  volume  of  old  oil  which  is 
in  the  same  ratio  to  that  refiner’s  refinery 
capacity  as  the  national  old  oil  supply  to 
capacity  ratio  for  the  particular  month. 

A  refiner  that  wishes  to  so  Include  in 
its  inventories  a  greater  volume  of  old 
oil  than  permitted  by  entitlements  issued 
to  it  would  be  required  to  purchase  en¬ 
titlements  for  that  excess  from  a  refiner 
that  had  entitlements  available  for  sale, 
due  to  a  lower  than  national  average  old 
oil  supply.  No  refiner  would  be  permitted 
to  Include  in  its  inventories  old  oil  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amount  represented  by  en¬ 
titlements  owned  by  it. 

The  price  at  which  entitlements  would 
be  sold  would  be  subject  to  negotiation 
between  the  buyer  and  seller. 

Under  the  proposal,  all  money  spent 
or  received  as  the  result  of  the  purchase 
or  sale  of  entitlements  would  >e  passed 
through  to  consumers,  either  as  a  cost 
increase  or  decrease,  respectively.  The 
pass-through  would  be  required  for  all 
costs  recovered  through  sales  of  en¬ 
titlements.  In  the  aggregate,  there  would 
be  no  change  in  the  net  costs  to  con¬ 
sumers  due  to  the  adoptio'  of  the  pro¬ 
posal.  However,  it  is  anticipated  that 
the  cost  equalization  impact  of  the 
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allocation  of  old  oil  should  result  L\ 
greater  juice  competition  in  the  market¬ 
ing  of  refined  petroler—  products  an  j 
therefore  assure  that  the  margins 
charged  by  marketeer  are  regulated  by 
the  operation  of  the  free  market,  as  well 
as  by  the  FEA  price  regulations. 

ENTITLEMENTS 

An  entitlement  is  defined  in  the  pro¬ 
posal  as  the  right  of  the  refiner  owning 
the  entitlement  to  include  one  barrel  of 
old  oil  in  its  crude  oil  receipts  in  any  one 
month  in  a  specified  period.  Entitlements 
would  be  Issued  pursuant  to  a  notice 
published  by  FEA  and  would  not  be  evi¬ 
denced  by  a  certificate  or  any  other 
document.  The  transfer  of  entitlements 
would  be  recorded  by  FEA,  and  no  trans¬ 
fer  would  be  effective  for  purposes  of  the 
regulations  until  such  transfer  had  been 
so  recorded.  Entitlements  would  be  is¬ 
sued  with  respect  to  a  particular  month ; 
however,  they  could  also  be  utilized  as 
to  the  following  month. 

The  first  month  with  respect  to  which 
entitlements  would  be  issued  is  October 
1974.  Pursuant  to  estimates  of  old  oil 
receipts  for  October,  FEA  would  publish 
on  November  1,  1974  a  notice  specifying 
the  national  old  oil  supply  to  capacity 
ratio  for  the  month  of  October,  and  the 
name  of  each  refiner  and  the  number  of 
entitlements  issued  to  that  refiner.  All 
required  purchases  of  entitlements  for 
October  would  have  to  be  made  prior  to 
December  1,  1974,  and  a  form  evidencing 
such  purchases,  executed  by  both  the 
seller  and  purchaser,  filed  with  FEA  no 
later  than  December  10, 1974.  All  moneys 
spent  or  received  as  a  result  of  entitle¬ 
ment  transactions  for  the  month  of  Oc¬ 
tober  would  be  reported  on  Form  FEA 
96  for  November  1974. 

Issuances  of  and  transactions  in  en¬ 
titlements  for  months  subsequent  to 
October  1974  would  be  made  in  a  similar 
fashion.  FEA  is  considering  the  advis¬ 
ability  of  issuing  entitlements  on  a 
quarterly  basis  once  the  mechanical  and 
reporting  difficulties  which  would  be  in¬ 
herent  in  the  first  several  months  of  the 
program  were  resolved.  FEA  solicits 
comments  as  to  the  desirability  of  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  this  manner  and  invites  sug¬ 
gestions  as  to  how  best  to  structure  such 
a  quarterly  system. 

Any  corrections  to  reports  of  estimated 
receipts  of  old  oil  for  a  particular  month 
shall  accompany  the  report  for  the  next 
month,  in  which  the  corrections  will  be 
reflected. 

No  transfer  of  an  entitlement  shall  be 
made  to  any  person  that  is  not  a  refiner, 
and  no  transfer  shall  be  made  to  any 
refiner  other  than  for  use  by  the  pur¬ 
chaser  to  cover  its  old  oil  receipts.  These 
restrictions  are  designed  to  eliminate  the 
possibility  of  non-refiners  or  refiners  not 
requiring  entitlements  purchasing  and 
reselling  entitlements. 

In  its  initial  notice  of  issuance  of  en¬ 
titlements,  FEA  intends  to  issue  more 
entitlements  than  are  warranted  by  the 
estimated  old  oil  receipts  reported  to 
FEA,  in  order  to  mitigate  estimation 
errors  and  in  order  to  ensure  that  an 


adequate  number  of  October  entitle¬ 
ments  will  be  available  in  the  month  of 
November.  Thus,  proportionately  fewer 
entitlements  may  be  issued  in  one  or 
more  subsequent  months  in  order  to 
compensate  for  the  initial  overissuance. 

REFINERY  CAPACITY  AND  PROCESSING 
AGREEMENTS 

The  total  current  refinery  capacity  of 
each  refiner  (as  certified  by  FEA)  is 
the  base  against  which  the  national  old 
oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio  for  that  re¬ 
finer  and  the  number  of  entitlements  is¬ 
suable  to  that  refiner  is  calculated.  FEA 
invites  comments  as  to  whether  a  re¬ 
finer’s  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  should  be 
used  for  this  purpose,  and  whether  uti¬ 
lization  of  crude  runs  as  a  base  would  be 
appropriate  at  the  outset  of  the  program 
or  only  after  a  specified  period  of  time  to 
permit  inventory  adjustments  to  be  made 
by  those  refiners  currently  with  high 
cost  inventories. 

To  eliminate  estimation  errors  as  to 
processing  agreements  (which  errors 
would  exist  if  refinery  capacity  took 
processing  agreements  into  account) , 
a  refiner  must  transfer  without  cost  to 
each  other  refiner  that  has  a  processing 
agreement  with  it  a  proportionate  share 
of  its  entitlements,  based  on  the  actual 
utilization  of  its  refinery  capacity  by  such 
other  refiner  in  the  month  involved.  This 
transfer  is  consistent  with  the  treatment 
of  processing  agreements  discussed  below 
with  respect  to  crude  oil  receipts  of  a 
refiner. 

FEA  is  considering  whether  special 
provision  should  be  made  for  processing 
agreements  with  non-refiners.  FEA  in¬ 
vites  comments  as  to  both  the  necessity 
of  such  a  provision  and  the  form  that 
it  should  take  if  deemed  necessary. 

CRUDE  OIL  RECEIPTS 

Entitlements  permit  the  inclusion  of 
old  oil  in  the  crude  oil  receipts  of  a  re¬ 
finer.  Crude  oil  receipts  are  defined  to 
include  crude  oil  booked  into  a  refinery 
of  a  refiner  for  processing  therein  for  its 
account  or  for  the  account  of  a  firm 
other  than  a  refiner  and  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceived  for  the  account  of  that  refiner  by 
another  refiner  under  a  processing  agree¬ 
ment.  Crude  oil  receipts  do  not  include 
crude  oil  received  by  a  refiner  for  process¬ 
ing  at  its  refiners  under  a  processing 
agreement  for  the  account  of  another 
refiner. 

EXCHANGES  OF  CRUDE  OIL 

In  any  exchange  of  crude  oil  between 
refiners  in  which  only  quality  and  loca¬ 
tion  differentials  are  taken  into  account 
in  determining  the  volumes  subject  to  the 
exchange,  any  old  oil  exchanged  must  be 
accompanied  by  the  appropriate  number 
of  entitlements.  The  transfer  of  entitle¬ 
ments  would  be  made  without  cost  to  the 
recipient  of  the  old  oil,  and  the  recipient 
would  include  the  volume  of  old  oil  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  exchange  in  its  crude  oil 
receipts. 

SALES  UNDER  §  211.65 

Sales  by  a  refiner-seller  under  §  211.65 
are  deemed  to  involve  the  sale  of  a 


volume  of  old  oil  proportionate  to  that 
refiner-seller's  old  oil  receipts  as  com¬ 
pared  with  its  total  crude  oil  receipts  for 
the  month  in  which  the  sale  is  made. 

MINIMUM  OPERATING  LEVELS 

To  prevent  sellers  of  entitlements  from 
curtailing  the  volume  of  their  crude  oil 
runs  to  stills  in  view  of  entitlement  sales 
and  the  resulting  cash  flow,  the  proposal 
provides  that  FEA  may  reduce  the  num¬ 
ber  of  entitlements  issued  or  eliminate 
issuance  of  entitlements  to  any  refiner 
that  it  determines  is  operating  In  this 
manner.  FEA  invites  comments  as  to  ap¬ 
propriate  criteria  that  could  be  utilized 
to  determine  if  a  refiner  was  operating 
at  reduced  levels  due  to  entitlement  sales. 

ALTERNATIVE  PROVISION  AS  TO  BIAS  IN 
FAVOR  OF  SMALL  REFINERS 

FEA  has  considered  providing  for  a 
weighting  in  the  calculation  of  the 
amount  of  entitlements  to  be  distributed, 
based  on  the  degree  to  which  a  refiner’s 
refinery  capacity  is  greater  or  less  than 
the  national  average.  Thus,  small  re¬ 
finers  would  receive  a  proportionately 
greater  number  of  entitlements  than  the 
larger  refiners  (including  majors  and 
independents) .  FEA  invites  comments  as 
to  the  desirability  of  providing  for  a 
weighting  in  favor  of  small  refiners,  as 
well  as  to  the  form  of  any  such  provision. 

ALTERNATIVE  PROVISION  AS  TO  NATIONAL 

SUPPLY  TO  CAPACITY  PERCENTAGE  RANGE 

FEA  is  also  considering  the  desirability 
of  providing  for  an  old  oil  supply  to  ca¬ 
pacity  percentage  range  in  which  no  en¬ 
titlement  transactions  would  take  place. 
For  example,  if  the  national  old  oil  sup¬ 
ply  to  capacity  ratio  was  determined  to 
be  40  percent,  FEA  could  stipulate  that 
the  minimum  ratio  would  be  35  percent 
and  the  maximum  45  percent  (assuming 
that  the  numbers  of  entitlements  above 
45  percent  and  below  35  percent  bal¬ 
ance)  .  Under  this  alternative,  firms  with 
an  old  oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio  of  up 
to  45  percent  would  not  be  required  to 
purchase  entitlements,  and  firms  with  a 
ratio  under  35  percent  would  be  able  to 
sell  entitlements  only  as  to  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  their  ratio  and  35  percent. 
Firms  with  a  ratio  in  excess  of  45  percent 
would  have  to  purchase  entitlements 
with  respect  to  that  excess.  This  feature 
would  reduce  the  number  of  entitlement 
transactions  required.  FEA  solicits  com¬ 
ments  as  to  whether  such  a  range  is  de¬ 
sirable  and,  if  desirable,  the  maximum 
size  of  the  range  that  would  still  ensure 
the  existence  of  competitive  conditions 
in  the  industry. 

REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS 

Section  211.66  in  the  proposal  has  been 
amended  to  provide  for  the  appropriate 
report  filings. 

Appendix 

Included  as  an  Appendix  to  this  notice 
are  brief  descriptions  of  four  alternative 
programs  to  achieve  cost  equalization 
among  refiners  that  were  considered  by 
FEA  in  its  deliberations  as  to  the  most 
effective  and  desirable  method  of  achiev- 
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ing  this  goal.  FEA  invites  comments  as  to 
the  merits  of  these  alternatives  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  old  oil  entitlements  pro¬ 
gram  as  proposed. 

EPA  Comments 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  No¬ 
tice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  for  his  comments  concerning  the 
impact  of  this  proposal  on  the  quality  of 
the  environment.  The  Administrator  had 
no  comments  to  offer  in  this  regard. 

Procedures  for  Written  Comments  and 

Public  Hearing 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submitting 
data,  views  or  arguments  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  regulations  set  forth  in  this 
notice  to  the  Executive  Secretariat,  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration,  Box  AW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461, 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  envelope  and  on  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  FEA  Executive  Secretariat 
with  the  designation  “Allocation  of  Old 
Oil.”  Twenty-five  copies  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted.  All  comments  received  by  Sep¬ 
tember  23.  1974,  and  all  relevant  infor¬ 
mation,  will  be  considered  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  before  final  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  proposed  regulations. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its 
determination. 

The  public  healing  in  the  proceeding 
will  be  held  beginning  at  9:30  a.m.,  on 
Tuesday,  September  24,  and  will  be  con¬ 
tinued  on  Wednesday  and  Thursday, 
September  25  and  26,  1974,  if  necessary, 
at  the  New  Post  Office  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.,  in  order  to  receive  comments  from 
interested  persons  on  the  matters  set 
forth  herein.  Any  person  who  has  an 
interest  in  the  subject  of  the  hearing,  or 
who  is  a  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  which  has  an  interest  in  the 
subject  of  the  hearing,  may  make  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  an  opportunity  to  make 
oral  presentation.  Such  a  request  should 
be  directed  to  the  Executive  Secretariat, 
FEA,  and  must  be  received  before  4:30 
pm.,  E.d.t.,  September  17,  1974.  Such  a 
request  may  be  hand  delivered  to  Room 
3309,  New  Post  Office  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  The 
person  making  the  request  should  be 
prepared  to  describe  the  interest  con¬ 
cerned;  if  appropriate,  to  state  why  he  is 
a  proper  representative  of  a  group  or 
class  of  persons  which  has  such  an  inter¬ 
est;  and  to  give  a  concise  summary  of  the 
proposed  oral  presentation  and  a  phone 
number  where  he  may  be  contacted 
through  September  20,  1974.  Each  per¬ 
son  selected  to  be  heard  will  be  so  noti¬ 


fied  by  the  FEA  before  4:30  p.m.,  E.d.t., 
September  20,  1974  and  must  submit  100 
copies  of  his  statement  to  the  Executive 
Secretariat,  FEA,  Room  3315,  New  Post 
Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
before  4:30  p.m.,  E.d.t.,  September  23, 
1974. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select 
the  persons  to  be  heard  at  the  hearing, 
to  schedule  their  respective  presenta¬ 
tions  and  to  establish  the  procedures  gov¬ 
erning  the  conduct  of  the  hearing.  The 
length  of  each  presentation  may  be  lim¬ 
ited,  based  on  the  number  of  persons  re¬ 
questing  to  be  heard. 

A  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  It  will  not  be  a 
judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearing,  and  there  will  be 
no  cross-examination  of  persons  pre¬ 
senting  statements.  Any  decision  made 
by  the  FEA  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  hearing  will  be  based  on  all 
information  available  to  the  FEA.  At 
the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  state¬ 
ments,  each  person  who  has  made  an  oral 
statement  will  be  given  the  opportunity  if 
he  so  desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal  state¬ 
ment.  The  rebuttal  statements  will  be 
given  in  the  order  in  which  the  initial 
statements  were  made  and  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions,  to  be  asked  of  any  person 
making  a  statement  at  the  hearing,  to 
the  Executive  Secretariat,  FEA,  before 
4:30  p.m.,  E.d.t.,  September  20, 1974.  Any 
person  who  makes  an  oral  statement  and 
who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at  the 
hearing  may  submit  the  question,  in 
writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The  FEA 
or  the  presiding  officer,  if  the  question  is 
submitted  at  the  hearing,  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant,  and 
whether  time  limitations  permit  it  to  be 
presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  including  the  transcript,  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Public  Reference 
Facility  of  the  FEA,  Room  3130,  New  Post 
Office  Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  Any  person  may 
purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from 
the  reporter. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 

1973,  Pub  L.  93-159;  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-276;  E.O, 
11790,  39  FR  23185) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  211,  Chapter  n 
of  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  28, 

1974. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr. 

General  Counsel, 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 


1.  Section  211.62  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  definitions  in  the  appropri¬ 
ate  alphabetical  order  to  read  as  follows : 

§  211.62  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  this  subpart  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 
“Crude  oil  receipts”  means,  as  to  a 
particular  refiner,  the  volume  of  crude 
oil  (1)  booked  into  its  refineries  accord¬ 
ing  to  accounting  procedures  generally 
accepted  and  consistently  and  histori¬ 
cally  applied  by  the  refiner  concerned, 
for  the  purpose  of  processing  in  such  re¬ 
fineries  for  its  account  or  for  the  account 
of  a  firm  other  than  a  refiner  or  (2) 
received  at  the  refineries  of  another  re¬ 
finer  pursuant  to  a  processing  agreement 
with  that  other  refiner.  Crude  oil  receipts 
shall  not  Include  crude  oil  received  by  a 
refiner  for  the  purpose  of  processing  at 
its  refineries  for  the  account  of  another 
refiner. 

•  *  •  •  * 

“Entitlement”  means,  for  a  specified 
period,  the  right  of  the  refiner  owning 
the  entitlement  to  Include  one  barrel  of 
old  oil  in  its  crude  oil  receipts  in  any 
one  month  in  such  period.  The  issuance 
and  transfer  of  entitlements  shall  be 
evidenced  on  records  maintained  by  the 
FEA. 

•  •  •  •  * 

“National  old  oil  supply  to  capacity 
ratio”  means,  for  a  particular  month, 
the  volume  of  old  oil  included  in  the 
aggregate  estimated  crude  oil  receipts  for 
all  refiners,  expressed  as  a  percentage  of 
the  total  refinery  capacity  of  all  refiners 
multiplied  by  the  number  of  days  in  such 
month. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Old  oil”  means  old  crude  petroleum 
as  defined  in  §  212.72  of  this  chapter. 

“Old  oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio” 
means,  for  a  particular  month,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  barrels  of  old  oil  actually  included 
in  a  refiner’s  crude  oil  receipts,  expressed 
as  a  percentage  of  that  refiner’s  refinery 
capacity  multiplied  by  the  number  of 
days  in  such  month. 

0  0  0  0  0 

2.  Section  211.66  is  amended  to  add 
paragraph  (h)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.66  Reporting  requirements. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(h)  Monthly  report.  On  or  prior  to  the 
fifteenth  day  of  each  month,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  October  1974,  each  refiner  shall 
file  with  the  FEA  a  report  showing  the 
following: 

(1)  The  refinery  capacity  of  that  re¬ 
finer  for  the  month  in  which  the  report 
is  filed. 

(2)  The  estimated  volume  of  old  oil 
included  in  the  crude  oil  receipts  of  that 
refiner  for  the  month  in  which  the  re¬ 
port  is  filed. 

(3)  The  volume  of  crude  oil  runs  to 
stills  of  that  refiner  for  the  previous 
month,  taking  into  account,  and  specify¬ 
ing  the  amount,  of  the  adjustments  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  5  211.65(a)  (2). 
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(4)  The  actual  volume  of  old  oil  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  crude  oil  receipts  of  that 
refiner  for  the  previous  month. 

(5)  Such  other  information  as  the 
FEA  may  request. 

3.  S  211.67  is  added  to  Subpart  C  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  211.67  Allocation  of  old  oil. 

(a)  Issuance  of  entitlements.  For  each 
month,  commencing  with  October  1974, 
each  refiner  shall  be  issued  entitlements 
by  the  FEA  to  include  in  its  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceipts  for  that  month  a  specific  number 
of  barrels  of  old  oil  which  will  result  in 
an  old  oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio  for 
such  refiner  equal  to  the  national  old  oil 
supply  to  capacity  ratio  for  such  month. 

(b)  Limitation  on  inclusion  of  old  oil 

in  crude  oil  receipts.  In  any  month  sub¬ 
sequent  to  September  1974,  no  refiner 
shall  Include  in  its  crude  oil  receipts  any 
volume  of  old  oil  unless  such  refiner  has 
been  issued,  or  receives  through  trans¬ 
fer  or  purchase,  a  number  of  entitle¬ 
ments  effective  for  such  month  equal  to 
the  number  of  barrels  of  old  oil  included 
in  such  refiner’s  crude  oil  receipts  for 
such  month.  Entitlement  receipts 
through  transfer  or  purchase  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  particular  month  shall  be  ef¬ 
fected  by  the  close  of  the  following 
month.  ^ 

(c)  Refiners  with  excess  entitlements. 
For  each  month,  commencing  with  Oc¬ 
tober  1974,  each  refiner  whose  volume  of 
old  oil  Included  in  its  crude  oil  receipts 
Is  less  than  the  number  of  entitlements 
effective  for  such  month  owned  by  that 
refiner  may  sell  any  entitlements  not  re¬ 
quired  by  such  refiner  for  purposes  of 
compliance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section. 

(d)  Processing  agreements.  For  each 
month,  commencing  with  October  1974, 
each  refiner,  any  portior  of  the  refinery 
capacity  of  which  is  utilized  by  another 
refiner  under  a  processing  agreement, 
shall  transfer  without  cost  to  such  other 
refiner  a  percentage  of  the  entitlements 
received  by  It  for  such  month  equal  to 
the  percentage  of  its  refinery  capacity 
actually  so  utilized  by  such  other  refiner 
in  such  month. 

(e)  Transactions  under  §  211.65.  Each 
sale  by  a  refiner-seller  under  $211.65 
shall  be  deemed  to  include  a  volume  of 
old  oil  proportionate  to  the  total  volume 
of  old  oil  included  in  that  refiner-seller’s 
crude  oil  receipts  in  the  month  in  which 
the  sale  is  made.  As  to  each  such  sale, 
each  refiner-seller  shall  advise  the  re¬ 
finer-buyer  concerned  of  the  volume  of 
old  oil  included  in  the  volume  of  crude 
oil  so  sold. 

(f)  Exchanges  of  crude  oil.  In  ai  ex¬ 
change  of  crude  oil  in  which  only  quality 
and  location  differentials  are  given  ef¬ 
fect  in  the  calculation  of  the  exchange 
ratio,  any  refiner  exchanging  old  oil  shall 
certify  the  volume  of  old  oil  subject 
to  the  exchange  and  transfer,  without 
cost,  to  the  refiner  receiving  the  old  oil 
a  number  of  entitlements  equal  to  the 
number  of  barrels  of  old  oil  so  exchanged. 
The  volume  of  old  oil  so  exchanged  shall 
be  Included  in  the  crude  oil  receipts  of 


the  refiner  that  receives  and  retains  the 
old  oil  in  any  such  exchange. 

(g)  Minimum  operating  levels.  No  re¬ 
finer  by  reason  of  sales  of  entitlements 
shall  reduce  the  volume  of  Its  crude 
oil  runs  to  stills  to  any  significant  extent 
below  that  which  would  otherwise  be 
considered  normal  operating  levels  for 
that  refiner.  As  to  any  refiner  that  the 
FEA  determines  has  so  reduced  its  crude 
oil  runs  to  stills,  the  FEA  may  modify 
or  eliminate  the  eligibility  of  that  re¬ 
finer  to  receive  entitlements  for  what¬ 
ever  period  the  FEA  d  iems  appropriate. 

(h)  Issuance  and  transfer  of  entitle¬ 
ments.  (1)  The  first  month  with  respect 
to  which  entitlements  shall  be  issued  is 
October  1974.  On  November  1,  1974,  and 
on  the  first  business  day  of  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  month,  pursuant  to  a  notice  of 
the  type  specified  in  paragraph  (h)  (3) 
of  this  section,  the  FEA  shall  issue  en¬ 
titlements  to  refiners  for  the  month 
immediately  preceding  the  date  of  the 
notice. 

(2)  Each  entitlement  shall  entitle  the 
holder  thereof  to  Include  on-  barrel  of 
old  oil  in  its  crude  oil  receipts  either 
in  the  month  with  respect  to  which  such 
entitlement  is  issued  or  in  the  month 
immediately  followir  such  month. 

(3)  Each  notice  published  by  the  FEA 
evidencing  the  issuance  of  entitlements 
under  this  section  shall  specify  as  to  a 
particular  month  the  national  old  oil 
supply  to  capacity  ratio  and  the  name  of 
each  refiner  and  the  number  of  entitle¬ 
ments  Issued  to  that  refiner. 

(4)  All  required  purchases  of  entitle¬ 
ments  for  a  particular  month  must  be 
made  prior  to  the  end  of  the  following 
month,  except  to  the  extent  a  refiner 
is  able  to  utilize  entitlements  received 
with  respect  to  a  prior  month.  All  trans¬ 
fers  of  entitlements  shall  be  reported  to 
the  FEA  no  later  than  10  days  after  the 
close  of  the  month  in  which  the  transfer 
is  required  to  be  consummated. 

(5)  No  transfer  of  an  entitlement 
shall  be  effective  if  made  to  (1)  any  per¬ 
son  other  than  a  refiner,  or  <ii)  any 
refiner  that  is  not  purchasing  such  en¬ 
titlement  to  fulfill  such  refiner’s  obliga¬ 
tions  under  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section. 

(6)  The  price  at  which  entitlements 
shall  be  sold  is  subject  to  negotiation 
between  refiners.  Any  amount  represent¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  a  purchase  or  sale  of  en¬ 
titlements  pursuant  to  this  section  shall 
be  taken  into  account  in  the  month  in 
which  the  purchase  or  sale  is  consum¬ 
mated  in  determining  a  refiner’s  in¬ 
creased  product  costs  for  the  purposes 
of  $  212.83  of  this  chapter  governing  the 
allocation  and  carryover  of  such  costs. 

(7)  Each  refiner  shall  report  the  ac¬ 
tual  volume  of  old  oil  included  in  its 
crude  oil  receipts  with  respect  to  a  par¬ 
ticular  month  in  the  report  containing 
estimates  of  old  oil  to  be  so  included  for 
the  subsequent  month.  The  national  old 
oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio  for  such  sub¬ 
sequent  month  shall  reflect  any  vari¬ 
ances  between  reported  estimates  for  the 
prior  month  and  actual  volumes  so 
reported. 


(8)  The  FEA  may  in  any  notice  under 
paragraph  (h)(3)  of  this  section  issue 
excess  entitlements  for  a  particular 
month  by  increasing  the  national  old  oil 
supply  to  capacity  ratio  and  may  in  any 
subsequent  month  reduce  the  national 
old  oil  supply  to  capacity  ratio  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  excess  entitlements  issued 
in  a  prior  month. 

Appendix 

This  Appendix  Includes  descriptions  of 
four  alternatives  to  the  old  oU  entitlements 
program  set  forth  In  this  notice  which  were 
considered  by  FEA  in  its  review  of  programs 
to  achieve  cost  equalization  among  refiners. 
FEA  solicits  comments  on  the  merits  of 
each  of  these  alternatives  as  contrasted  with 
the  old  oU  entitlements  program. 

1.  Retention  of  current  allocation  program. 
This  alternative  would  involve  retention  of 
the  crude  oil  allocation  program  under 
§  211.65  which  effects  a  certain  degree  of  cost 
equalization.  Under  the  buy  /sell  Ust,  assign¬ 
ments  of  high  cost  buyers  to  low  cost  sellers 
could  be  made  by  FEA.  This  could  be  accom¬ 
plished  either  by  matching  firms  on  the  list 
itself  or  by  allowing  buyers  with  high  crude 
costs  the  first  opportunity  to  negotiate 
transactions.  In  addition,  the  present  FEA 
administrative  process  could  be  used  to  solve 
any  remaining  significant  cost  disparities. 
FEA’s  procedural  regulations  provide  for  "ex¬ 
ceptions”  to  the  application  of  the  allocation 
and  price  regulations  based  on  hardship  or 
gross  inequity.  Relief  under  these  provisions 
may  be  granted  in  the  form  of  assignment  of 
a  supplier.  FEA  could  implement  a  policy  to 
make  an  appropriate  type  of  relief  available 
in  cases  where  disparately  high  crude  oil 
costs  were  present. 

The  intended  effect  of  this  alternative 
would  be  to  achieve  the  maximum  degree  of 
cost  equalization  possible  under  the  crude 
oil  allocation  program  presently  in  effect, 
without  the  necessity  of  adoption  of  an  ad¬ 
ditional  regulatory  program. 

2.  Single  market  price.  Under  this  alterna¬ 
tive,  a  single  market  price  would  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  all  domestic  crude  oil  except  strip¬ 
per  well  production.  The  initial  price  would 
be  determined  by  averaging  on  a  weighted 
basis  the  cu/rent  prices  of  old  and  new  oil. 
The  price  could  be  adjusted  upward  gradu¬ 
ally  to  eventually  be  equivalent  to  the  price 
for  exempt  oil.  This  alternative  would  not 
achieve  price  equalization  in  and  rf  itself, 
but  should  be  considered  as  an  additional 
feature  of  the  old  oil  entitlements  program 
proposed  in  this  notice  and  the  other  alterna¬ 
tives  described  In  the  Appendix. 

As  to  the  entitlements  program  and  alter¬ 
natives  three  and  four  in  the  Appendix,  more 
effective  equalization  would  be  achieved  by 
use  of  a  single  market  price  for  all  domestic 
oil  (except  stripper  well  oil)  and  the  diffi¬ 
culties  of  determining  the  amount  of  old  oil 
in  a  pipeline  mix  would  be  reduced.  In  con¬ 
junction  with  the  current  program  with  a 
matching  of  high  cost  buyers  with  low  cost 
sellers,  the  single  market  price  would  lessen 
the  cost  differentials  between  refiners  to  a 
significant  extent. 

3.  Old  oil  import  rights.  Under  this  alter¬ 
native  each  importer  would  acquire  rights 
to  process  old  oil  in  proportion  to  its  volume 
of  crude  oil,  residual  fuel  oil  and  refined 
petroleum  product  imports.  Each  refiner 
would  be  required  to  possess  a  right  to  proc¬ 
ess  each  barrel  of  old  oil.  Refiners  not  import¬ 
ing  crude  oil  or  products,  or  Importing  in¬ 
sufficient  volumes  to  provide  the  necessary 
rights  to  process  their  old  oil  supplies  would 
purchase  rights  from  importers  with  a  sur¬ 
plus  of  rights. 

The  sale  and  purchase  of  rights  would  be 
handled  by  direct  negotiation  among  im- 
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porters  and  refiners,  and  the  sale  price  of  a 
right  would  be  subject  to  negotiation. 

The  number  of  rights  assigned  to  each 
barrel  of  Imports  would  be  determined  by 
FEA  in  the  month  following  the  import 
based  upon  its  estimate  of  the  number  of 
rights  required  for  processing  old  oil  In  the 
next  following  month  and  Its  knowledge  of 
the  actual  Import  volumes  the  preceding 
month.  All  importers  would  be  required  to 
report  imported  volumes  for  the  previous 
month,  for  which  they  hold  custom  receipts, 
by  the  fifth  day  of  each  month,  and  would 
receive  rights  only  for  certified  Imports  re¬ 
ported.  The  present  import  license  fees  on 
imported  crude  oil  and  refined  products 
would  be  retained  to  provide  a  slight  cost 
advantage  for  domestically  refined  products 
and  to  continue  the  existing  incentive  sys¬ 
tem  for  the  construction  of  domestic  rather 
than  foreign  refineries. 

The  present  price  control  regulations 
would  be  modified  to  allow  purchase  costs 
of  rights  to  be  passed  through  by  increased 
product  prices  and  to  require  that  Income 
received  from  the  sale  of  rights  be  passed 
through  as  reduced  product  costs.  The  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  present  disincentive  to  Import 
should  create  a  small  surplus  in  the  United 
States  during  the  periods  of  world  surpluses 
and  thus  allow  eventual  removal  of  alloca¬ 
tion  controls  and  product  price  controls. 

The  intended  effects  of  the  alternative 
would  be  to  essentially  equalize  crude  oil 
costs  to  all  refiners;  essentially  equalize  prod¬ 
uct  costs  among  all  sections  of  the  country 
and  eliminate  present  distortions  In  the  rela¬ 
tive  prices  of  residual  fuel  oil  and  aviation 
fuel  relative  to  other  products;  through  op¬ 
eration  of  the  free  market,  reduce  new  and 
stripper  well  oil  prices  to  about  the  average 
price  of  all  old  domestic  oil  and  Imported 
crude  oil;  provide  Independent  marketers 
access  to  foreign  products  at  essentially  com¬ 
petitive  prices;  and  create  Increased  compe¬ 
tition.  with  downward  pressure  on  retail 
product  prices  as  a  result  of  increased  im¬ 
ports  causing  a  slight  surplus  product  avail¬ 
ability. 

4.  Old  oil  product  rights.  Under  this  al¬ 
ternative,  rights  would  be  required  to  process 
old  oil.  These  rights  would  be  distributed  to 
all  refiners  In  proportion  to  the  volume  of 
products  they  produced,  and  to  importers  of 
products  on  the  basis  of  the  volume  of  prod¬ 
ucts  they  Imported.  The  number  of  rights 
issued  with  respect  to  each  barrel  of  prod¬ 
ucts  (whether  domestic  or  Imported)  would 
be  based  on  the  volume  of  old  oil  produced 
in  the  particular  period  divided  by  the  vol¬ 
ume  of  product  produced  domestically  and 
imported  in  that  period.  Petrochemical  pro¬ 
ducers  would  substitute  the  volume  of  crude 
Inputs  for  the  volume  of  products  produced, 
to  allow  for  unusually  large  losses  of  volume 
in  processing. 

Rights  would  be  issued  on  the  basis  of  re¬ 
finery  output  rather  than  crude  Inputs  in 
order  to  treat  all  refinery  feedstocks  equally 
(including  natural  gas  liquids),  and  to  avoid 
giving  rights  for  crude  oil  consumed  as  re¬ 
finery  fuel,  thereby  encouraging  energy  con¬ 
servation. 

The  Intended  effect  of  this  alternative  Is 
to  give  the  benefits  of  price -controlled  crude 
supplies  to  all  firms  that  sell  products.  These 
benefits  would  In  turn  be  passed  on  to  con¬ 
sumers.  As  to  covered  products,  the  price 
regulations  would  require  either  a  decrease  or 
Increase,  respectively,  of  product  prices  based 
on  sales  or  purchases  of  rights.  In  addition, 
since  an  sellers  of  products  would  receive 
rights,  as  to  non-co vered  products,  the 
market  would  tend  to  force  firms  to  reduce 
prices  to  remain  competitive.  Under  this  al¬ 
ternative,  all  sellers  In  the  marketplace 
would  have  approximately  the  same  costs  for 
crude,  and  prices  to  the  ultimate  consumers 
would  depend  only  on  efficiencies  in  refining 


and  distribution.  In  particular,  importers 
would  be  able  to  sell  at  prices  which  were 
competitive  with  the  prices  of  domestic  re¬ 
finers.  The  prices  of  new  oil,  stripper  oil  and 
released  oil  would  be  expected  to  remain  at 
their  current  levels. 

On  a  nationwide  basis  the  prices 
paid  by  consumers  would  not  be  expected  to 
change.  Aggregate  consumption  and  produc¬ 
tion  would  be  unaffected.  Therefore,  the  level 
of  imports  would  not  be  affected.  However, 
certain  regions  of  the  country  which  have 
been  unusually  dependent  on  Imports  (New 
England,  for  example)  would  experience 
slightly  lower  product  prices. 

[FR  Doc.74-20195  Filed  8-29-74;  1:00  pm] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Part  32  ] 

(Docket  No.  RM75-3) 

INTERCONNECTION  OF  FACILITIES; 
EMERGENCIES;  TRANSMISSION  TO 
FOREIGN  COUNTRY 

Emergency  Actions  Pursuant  to  Section 

202(c)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 

August  26, 1974. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
561  et  seq.  (1970) ,  and  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)  et  seq.  (1970),  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  202(c)  and  309  thereof, 
16  U.S.C.  824a(c)  and  825h. 

(1)  It  sets  forth  proposed- regulations 
by  which  the  Commission  would  admin¬ 
ister  the  emergency  electric  power  trans¬ 
fer  authority  as  set  forth  in  section  202 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  Presently, 
the  Commission’s  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  do  not  set  forth  spe¬ 
cific  regulations  governing  the  filing  of 
applications  for  such  emergency  relief. 

(2)  Section  202(c)  states  as  follows: 
During  the  continuance  of  any  war  In 

which  the  United  States  is  engaged,  or 
whenever  the  Commission  determines  that 
an  emergency  exists  by  reason  of  a  sudden 
increase  in  the  demand  far  electric  energy, 
or  a  shortage  of  electric  energy  or  of  facilities 
for  the  generation  or  transmission  of  electric 
energy,  or  of  fuel  or  water  for  generating 
facilities,  or  other  causes,  the  Commission 
shall  have  authority,  either  upon  its  own 
motion  or  upon  complaint,  with  or  without 
notice,  hearing,  or  report,  to  require  by 
order  such  temporary  connections  of  facili¬ 
ties  and  such  generation,  delivery,  inter¬ 
change,  or  transmission  of  electric  energy 
as  in  its  Judgment  will  best  meet  the  emer¬ 
gency  and  serve  the  public  interest.  If  the 
parties  affected  by  such  order  fall  to  agree 
upon  the  terms  of  any  arrangement  between 
them  in  carrying  out  such  order,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  hearing  held  either  before 
or  after  such  order  takes  effect,  may  pre¬ 
scribe  by  supplemental  order  such  terms  as 
it  finds  to  be  Just  and  reasonable.  Including 
the  compensation  or  reimbursement  which 
should  be  paid  to  or  by  any  such  party. 

(3)  To  accomplish  this  purpose,  the 
accompanying  regulations  propose  to 
create  a  new  subpart  of  Part  32  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (18  CFR  Part  32), 
S§  32.60-32.66.  The  sections  set  forth  ap¬ 
plication  content  and  procedural  filing 
requirements  for  requested  Commission 
actions  under  section  202(c) . 

(4)  “Emergencies”  as  employed  In  the 
proposed  regulations  are  of  two  basic 
types: 


a.  Emergencies  as  determined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  reason  of  one  or  more  of  the 
f  oUowing  factors : 

A  sudden  increase  in  demand  for  electric 

energy 

A  shortage  of  electric  energy 
A  shortage  of  facilities  for  the  generation 
or  transmission  of  electric  energy 
A  shortage  of  fuel  or  water  for  generating 
facilities 

A  shortage  of  electric  energy  or  facilities 
for  other,  but  related,  types  of  causes 

b.  Emergencies  occasioned  during  wars  In 
which  the  United  States  may  be  engaged. 

(5)  Recent  events,  particularly  those 
of  the  1973  Arab  oil  embargo,  underscore 
the  need  for  regulations  of  this  type  to 
deal  with  emergency  conditions  and  es¬ 
pecially  with  respect  to  emergency  con¬ 
ditions  associated  with  shortages  of 
petroleum  fuel  oil,  natural  gas  and  coal 
stocks  for  electric  generation  purposes. 
Operational  arrangements  linking  the 
various  electric  utility  control  dispatch¬ 
ing  centers  are  organized,  and  most 
major  centers  are  able,  electrically,  to 
transfer  substantial  blocks  of  power  and 
energy  among  systems  under  normal  and 
various  types  of  emergency  conditions. 

(6)  This  is  not  to  say  that  limiting 
constraints  of  an  operational  character 
are  not  present.  They  are,  and  they  must 
be  recognized.  Also,  fuel  stock  inventories 
and  the  ability  of  utilities  to  replace  such 
inventories  can  not  be  ignored.  Hie 
Commission  recognizes,  as  a  public  serv¬ 
ice  responsibility  of  each  electric  system, 
the  duty  to  secure  for  itself  adequate 
supplies  of  fuel.  However,  when  “diligent 
best  efforts”  fail,  emergency  conditions 
may  arise.  Under  the  latter  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is  to  be  expected  that  utility 
systems  may  seek  relief  pursuant  to 
section  202(c)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

(7)  The  Commission’s  rate  schedule 
files  contain  a  plethora  of  arrangements 
covering  intersystem  transactions  for 
general  or  special  types  of  emergencies. 
Federal  Power  Commission  Order  No. 
496,  issued  November  29,  1973,  38  FR 
33641,  requested  the  Nation’s  electric 
utilities  to  undertake  a  Nation-wide 
effort,  upon  a  cooperative  voluntary  basis 
and  using  normal  electric  utility  operat¬ 
ing  channels,  “•  •  *  to  maximize  the 
use  of  coal  and  nuclear  fuel  electric  gen¬ 
erating  capacity  and  hydroelectric 
generating  capacity  nationally  *  * 
(mimeo  ed..  p.  4) .  The  request  is  restated 
in  the  Commission’s  order  issued  concur¬ 
rently  herewith.  New  England  Power 
Pool  Participants,  et  al„  Docket  No. 
RM74-22,  et  &1.  We  are  not  here  con¬ 
cerned  with  those  day-to-day  voluntary 
operations. 

(8)  While  the  proposed  regulations 
would  apply  to  all  types  of  section  202(c) 
emergencies,  what  the  Commission  is 
here  primarily  concerned  with  is  a 
marshalling  of  facilities  to  effect  large- 
scale  inter- regional  transfers  of  power 
and  energy  which  electric  utilities  in  one 
section  of  the  Nation  may  request  from 
utilities  In  another  section  or  sections  to 
assist  in  offsetting  massive  coal  stock 
shortfalls,  a  recurrence  of  petroleum  fuel 
shortages  involving  electric  utility  fuel 
needs,  the  continuing  shortage  of  natural 
gas,  or  a  shortage  of  water  for  hydro- 
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electric  power  generation.  Without  Com¬ 
mission  action,  it  is  possible  that  con¬ 
cerned  utilities  and  state  public  service 
commissions  will  not  find  mutually  ac¬ 
ceptable  operational  arrangements  or 
pricing  bases  upon  which  to  conduct 
needed  electric  transfers.  Initially,  such 
was  the  case  in  New  England  Power  Pool 
Participants,  supra. 

(9)  The  Commission  recognizes  in¬ 
creasing  immediate  concerns  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  coal  burning  electric  systems  as 
to  coal  supply  availability.  The  forth¬ 
coming  expiration  of  major  coal  mine 
labor  employment  contracts  and  the 
prospective  labor  negotiations  involving 
coal  mining  operations,  make  electric 
utility  fuel  stocks  a  matter  of  first  im¬ 
portance.  There  is  also  the  forthcoming 
period  in  which  labor  negotiations  are 
to  be  conducted  in  the  petroleum  refinery 
sector  of  the  economy.  The  effects  of  air 
quality  requirements  under  environ¬ 
mental  laws  may  also  be  relevant,  insofar 
as  they  limit  the  quantities  and  types  of 
fuel  which  legally  may  be  used.  See  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  Bureau  of  Power 
staff  report  on  Potential  Effects  of  Air 
Quality  Regulations  on  the  Bulk  Electric 
Power  Supply,  FPC  Press  Release  No. 
20080.  Currently,  the  Commission’s  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Power  is  engaged  in  a  "Nation¬ 
wide  review  of  electric  utility  fuel  supply 
matters,  including  potential  orders  of 
magnitude  of  electric  transfers  which 
may  become  necessary  if  certain  fuel 
stock  and  electric  utility  operational  con¬ 
ditions  materialize.  This  work  under¬ 
taken  at  Commission  initiative,  is  being 
coordinated  with  the  National  Electric 
Reliability  Council  and  the  results  of 
Commission  analyses- will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  all  concerned  governmental  au¬ 
thorities — Federal,  state  and  local,  the 
operating  utilities  and  the  general  public. 
This  work  is  to  be  completed  at  an  early 
date. 

(10)  Commission  action  in  this  docket 
will  assist  in  facilitating  the  resolution  of 
potential  operational  or  economic  differ¬ 
ences  in  advance,  and  thereby  to  pre¬ 
clude  posible  delays  in  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  needed  large-scale  inter-regional 
transfers  of  electric  power  and  energy  in 
fuel  or  water  shortage  conditions.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Commission  proposes  to 
establish  general  criteria  governing  Com¬ 
mission  action  in  fuel  or  water  supply 
shortfalls,  which  systems  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  observe  and  which  may  justify 
Commission  determination  of  an  emer¬ 
gency,  and  to  articulate  ratemaking 
principles  under  which  this  Commission 
would  test  the  basis  of  rates  and  charges 
therefor.  In  this  manner,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  proposes  to  relate  governmental 
policies  to  utility  operations  for  the 
guidance  of  all  concerned.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  experience  in  New  England  Power 
Pool  Participants,  supra,  warrants  this 
initiative  through  the  general  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.1 

1  The  Commission  regards  the  expansion 
of  regional  fuel  stocks  and  of  the  interre¬ 
gional  energy  transmission  systems  to  be  im¬ 
portant  factors  directly  relevant  to  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  authority  under  section  202(c),  emer¬ 
gency  energy  transfers.  Also  they  bear  di¬ 


al)  With  respect  to  fuel  inventory 
and  energy  supply  inadequacies,  the 
Commission  solicits  the  comments  and 
suggestions  of  all  parties  and  interests 
relative  to  what  should  be  the  “normal” 
fuel  inventory  practices,  as  well  as  the 
following  criteria  upon  the  basis  of  which 
the  Commission  would  be  expected  to  act. 
Under  currently  foreseeable  fuel  condi¬ 
tions,  these  criteria  will  assist  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  assessing  the  comparable 
status  of  various  utilities  which  may  be 
experiencing  fuel  supply  problems  for 
purposes  of  ascertaining  the  degree  to 
which  a  system  may,  in  fact,  be  said  to 
have  an  emergency  condition  with  re¬ 
spect  to  fuel  supply.  In  future  periods, 
they  will  be  of  major  assistance  in  asses¬ 
sing  the  degree  to  which  particular  utili¬ 
ties  have,  in  fact,  made,  or  attempted  to 
make,  provision  for  adequate  fuel  supply 
when  advancing  claimed  emergency  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Also,  such  data  will  be  help¬ 
ful  to  all  governmental  economic  regula¬ 
tory  authorities  in  assessing,  through 
cost  allocations,  the  cost  incidence  of 
fuel  supply  acquisition,  retention  and 
utilization  when  prescribing  electric  util¬ 
ity  rates  and  charges,  either  at  the  bulk 
power  supply  or  the  retail  power  supply 
levels.  The  acquisition  of  fuel  supplies  in¬ 
volves  substantial  cost  factors  impacting 
upon  regulatory  authority  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  regulatory  authority  of 
numerous  state  commissions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  criteria  are  proposed. 

An  inadequate  utility  system  fuel  in¬ 
ventory  or  energy  supply  may  be  judged 
to  exist  when  one  or  more  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions  prevails,  and  load  re¬ 
duction  to  ultimate  consumers  will  be 
necessary  unless  the  utility  receives 
assistance: 

(1)  System  coal  stocks  are  reduced  to  30 
days  (or  less)  of  normal  burn  days  and  a  con¬ 
tinued  downward  trend  in  stocks  is  pro¬ 
jected; 

(2)  System  residual  oil  stocks  are  reduced 
to  15  days  (or  less)  of  normal  burn  days  for 
residual  oil  and  a  continued  downward  trend 
in  stocks  is  projected; 

(3)  System  distillate  oil  stocks  are  reduced 
to  15  days  (or  less)  of  normal  burn  days  for 
distillate  oil  and  a  continued  downward  trend 
in  stocks  is  projected; 

(4)  System  natural  gas  deliveries  which 
cannot  be  replaced  by  alternate  fuels  have 
been  or  will  be  reduced  20  percent  below 
normal  requirements  and  no  improvement  in 
natural  gas  requirements  is  projected  within 
30  days;  * 

rectly  upon  the  maintenance  of  an  adequate 
and  reliable  bulk  power  supply.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  Commission  is  concerned  not 
only  with  the  criteria  for  invoking  section 
202(c)  but,  in  a  broader  sense,  it  is  dealing 
with  means  for  encouraging  and  promoting 
the  increased  fuel  stocks  and  transmission 
capabilities  which  will  make  such  emergency 
energy  transfers  more  eifective  in  meeting 
major  regional  fuel  or  wa*  -  shortages.  Com¬ 
ments  are  solicited  from  all  parties  regarding 
effective  means  for  the  accomplishment  of 
this  general  purpose. 

2  Criteria  governing  this  Commission’s 
statutory  duties  and  responsibilities  arising 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  15  U.S.C.  717(a) 
et  seq.,  must  be  referred  to  when  considering 
this  Commission’s  natural  gas  allocation 
program,  and  not  the  provisions  set  forth 
herein  with  respect  to  202(c)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 


(5)  Water  supplies  required  for  power 
generation  have  been  or  will  be  reduced  20 
percent  below  normal  requirements  and  no 
improvement  in  water  supplies  is  projected 
within  30  days; 

(6)  All  power  and  energy  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  purchase,  through  diligent  best  ef¬ 
forts,  and  which  can  be  transferred  to  the 
system  is  being  received;  and 

(7)  The  projected  energy  deficiency  upon 
applicant’s  system — without  emergency  au¬ 
thorization  by  this  Commission — will  equal 
or  exceed  10  percent  of  applicant’s  then  nor¬ 
mal  net  energy  for  load  based  upon  the  use 
of  all  of  its  otherwise  available  resources. 

In  the  administration  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  contemplates  that 
fuel  emergency  energy  transfers  from 
other  systems  to  an  applicant  would  not 
require  reductions  in  net  energy  for  load 
on  those  systems  of  more  than  10  percent 
below  normal  at  any  time  during  or  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  transfers  and  would  not 
result  in  the  dropping  of  loads  of  ulti¬ 
mate  consumers  served  by  such  systems. 

The  foregoing  criteria  do  not  preclude 
an  electric  system  from  seeking  to  claim 
a  fuel  emergency  when  it  has  fuel  stocks 
greater  than  those  indicated.  The  Com¬ 
mission,  however,  would  expect  any  such 
claims  to  be  factually  supportable.  Com¬ 
ments  are  requested  on  this  point. 

(12)  Alternate  ratemaking  theories 
are  set  forth  below  for  comment.  They 
are  allocated  costing  (variable  and 
fixed),  incremental  costing  plus  incen¬ 
tive,  incremental  costing  and  share- the - 
savings  method.  Comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions  on  each  of  these  methods  is  re¬ 
quested,  along  with  any  other  proposals 
which  interested  parties  may  wish  to  rec¬ 
ommend.  The  Commission  intends  to  de¬ 
cide,  as  a  part  of  this  rulemaking, 
whether  it  should  prescribe  a  single 
method  of  pricing  for  fuel  emergency 
transfers  here  under  consideration  or 
whether  it  should  recognize  alternate 
methods  and,  if  so,  which  ones. 

The  Commission  is  cognizant  of  work 
currently  being  undertaken  on  inter¬ 
regional  power  transfer  pricing  by  the 
National  Association  of  Regulatory  Util¬ 
ity  Commissioners’  Subcommittee  on 
Electricity.  The  comments  of  state  regu¬ 
latory  agencies,  their  national  associa¬ 
tion  and  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  will  be  of  major  assistance  to  the 
Commission  in  this  rulemaking.  Certain 
authority  to  allocate  fuel  oil  and  coal  has 
been  conferred  upon  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration.  That  Administration  also 
has  certain  statutory  authority  relative 
to  the  conversion  of  electric  generating 
facilities  to  coal-fired  operation.  See 
Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  87  Stat.  627,  and  related  statutes, 
and  the  Energy  Supply  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Coordination  Act  of  1974,  88  Stat. 
246.  The  Natural  Gas  Act,  15  U.S.C.  717 
(a) ,  confers  authority  upon  this  Commis¬ 
sion  to  allocate  the  natural  gas  supplies 
of  an  interstate  pipeline  among  its  cus¬ 
tomers.  See  Federal  Power  Commission  v. 
Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co.,  406  U.S. 
621  (1972). 
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As  shown  by  the  following  tabulation ' 
of  state  regulatory  authority — which 
tabulation  was  prepared  by  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  staff  based  upon  a  1973  letter  ques- 
tioimaire  survey  of  state  public  service 
commission  jurisdiction — state  commis¬ 
sions  are  directly  involved  and  affected. 
This  tabulation  was  furnished  to  each 
state  commission  by  letter  of  this  Com¬ 
mission's  Chairman  in  September  1973. 

(13)  The  proposed  amendments  to 
Part  32  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  by  estab¬ 
lishing  new  §§  32.60-32.66,  are  as  follows: 

Applications  for  Commission  Emergency 
Authorization  Pursuant  to  Section 
202(c)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 

32.60  Contents  of  application ;  filing  fee. 

Every  application  under  section  202(c) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  fee  prescribed  in  Part 
36  of  this  subchapter  and  shall  set  forth 
the  following  information: 

(a)  The  exact  legal  name  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  of  all  persons  named  as  par¬ 
ties  in  the  application. 

(b)  The  name,  title,  and  post  office  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  person  to  whom  correspond¬ 
ence  in  regard  to  the  application  shall 
be  addressed. 

(c)  The  person  named  in  the  applica¬ 
tion,  whether  or  not  a  public  utility  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  act.  Section  202(c)  includes  all 
entities  which  own  or  operate  electric 
generation,  transmission  or  distribution 
facilities,  regardless  of  whether  they  are 
investor  owned,  publicly  owned  or  coop¬ 
eratively  owned.  All  are  subject  to  Com¬ 
mission  emergency  authority  conferred 
by  this  section. 

(d)  The  State  or  States  in  which  each 
entity  named  in  the  application  oper¬ 
ates,  together  with  a  brief  description  of 
the  business  of  and  territory,  by  coun¬ 
ties  and  States,  served  by  such  entity. 

(e)  Description  of  the  proposed  inter¬ 
connections  or  operations,  showing  pro¬ 
posed  location,  capacity  and  type  of 
emergency  services  requested. 

(f)  Reasons  why  the  proposed  inter¬ 
connection  of  facilities  or  operations  will 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

(g  >  What  steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken 
to  secure  voluntary  interconnection  and 
operations  under  the  provisions  of  the 
act. 

32.61  Definition  of  emergency. 

Emergency  as  used  in  this  subsection 
shall  be,  as  defined  in  section  202(c)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act. 

32.62  Fuel  emergency  and  energy  sup¬ 
ply  inadequacies. 

•  a)  Applications  for  emergency  au¬ 
thorization  by  the  Commission  by  rea¬ 
son  of  a  claimed  fuel  emergency  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  detailed  statement  of 
the  firm  amounts  of  electric  power  and 
energy  received  from  and  delivered  to 
other  systems  under  existing  contracts, 
a  showing  that  no  additional  power  and 
energy  can  be  purchased  despite  diligent 
best  efforts,  a  listing  of  proposed  sources 
and  amounts  of  additional  energy  re- 

5  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


quested  to  be  made  available  by  Com¬ 
mission  action,  and  an  analysis  of  the 
additional  energy  transfer  capabilities  of 
existing  and  proposed  temporary  inter¬ 
connections  which  could  be  completed 
within  30  days.  Additionally,  such  appli¬ 
cations  for  emergency  authorization  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  showing  that  with¬ 
out  assistance  by  the  Commission  under 
section  202(c) ,  the  applicant  will  experi¬ 
ence  reductions  in  net  energy  available 
for  its  system  load  of  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  normal  load,  some  portion  of 
which  will  require  the  applicant  to  drop 
loads  to  ultimate  consumers.  An  inade¬ 
quate  utility  system  fuel  inventory  or  en¬ 
ergy  supply  may  be  judged  to  exist  when 
one  or  more  of  the  following  conditions 
prevails,  and  load  reduction  to  ultimate 
consumers  will  be  necessary  unless  the 
utility  receives  assistance: 

(1)  System  coal  stocks  are  reduced  to 
30  days  (or  less)  of  normal  bum  days  and 
a  continued  downward  trend  in  stocks 
is  projected; 

(2)  System  residual  oil  stocks  are  re¬ 
duced  to  15  days  (or  less)  of  normal  bum 
days  for  residual  oil  and  a  continued 
downward  trend  in  stocks  is  projected: 

(3)  System  distillate  oil  stocks  are  re¬ 
duced  to  15  days  (or  less)  of  normal  bum 
days  for  distillate  oil  and  a  continued 
downward  trend  in  stocks  is  projected; 

(4)  System  natural  gas  deliveries 
which  cannot  be  replaced  by  alternate 
fuels  have  been  or  will  be  reduced  20 
percent  below  normal  requirements  and 
no  improvement  in  natural  gas  require¬ 
ments  is  projected  within  30  days;  * 

(5)  Water  supplies  required  for  power 
generation  have  been  or  will  be  reduced 
20  percent  below  normal  requirements 
and  no  improvement  in  water  supplies  is 
projected  within  30  days; 

(6)  All  power  and  energy  which  is 
available  for  purchase,  through  diligent 
best  efforts,  and  which  can  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  system  is  being  received; 
and 

(7)  The  projected  energy  deficiency 
upon  applicant’s  system — without  emer¬ 
gency  authorization  by  this  Commis¬ 
sion — will  equal  or  exceed  10  percent  of 
applicant’s  then  normal  net  energy  for 
load  based  upon  the  use  of  all  of  its 
otherwise  available  resources. 

(b)  In  the  administration  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  the  Commission  contemplates 
that  fuel  emergency  energy  transfers 
from  other  systems  to  an  applicant  would 
not  require  reductions  in  net  energy  for 
load  on  those  systems  of  more  than  10 
percent  below  normal  at  any  time  during 
or  subsequent  tc  the  transfers  and  would 
not  result  in  the  dropping  of  loads  of 
ultimate  consumers  served  by  such 
systems. 

32.63  Rates  and  charges. 

(a)  Applications  for  emergency  au¬ 
thorization  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  proposal  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  compensate  the  generating  or 
transmitting  systems  for  the  emergency 
services  requested.  These  proposals  shall 
be  specific.  Where  the  applicant  pro- 

s  See  footnote  2,  supra. 


poses  to  compensate  systems  for  emer¬ 
gency  services  at  rates  and  charges  on 
file  with  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
Part  35  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  the  appli¬ 
cation  shall  identify  such  rate  schedules 
by  filing  electric  utility  and  FPC  rate 
schedule  designation.  Where  the  appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  compensate  the  gen¬ 
erating  or  transmitting  systems  at  rates 
and  charges  not  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  applicant  shall  propose 
quantitative  unit  (kilowatt  or  kilowatt- 
hour)  rates  and  charges,  or  cost-of- 
service  formula  type  rates  and  charges 
for  the  emergency  services  requested. 
Where  the  applicant  proposes  a  cost-of- 
service  type  rate  or  charge,  the  cost 
allocation  methods  proposed  shall  be 
clearly  identified. 

(b)  Where  the  applicant  posits  a  fuel 
emergency  as  the  basis  for  seeking  Com¬ 
mission  authorization  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  202(c)  of  the  Act,  the  Commission 
will  prescribe  rates  and  charges  upon 
the  following  bases : 

(Note:  See  paragraph  (12)  of  the  introduc¬ 
tory  material  for  alternate  methods  for 
comment.] 

(1)  Allocated  costing  method.  The  al¬ 
located  costing  method  would  permit  the 
generating  and  transmitting  systems  to 
recover  the  following  costs: 

(i)  an  allocable  portion  of  investment 
costs  of  production  plant.  Including  re¬ 
turn  on  investment,  depreciation,  income 
taxes,  property  and  other  taxes  related 
to  plant  investment  and  insurance. 

(Not*:  Comments  should  be  submitted  In¬ 
dicating  how  the  allocable  portions  would  be 
determined]. 

(ii)  an  allocable  portion  of  invest¬ 
ment  costs  of  transmission  plant,  includ¬ 
ing  return  on  investment,  depreciation, 
income  taxes,  property  and  other  taxes 
related  to  plant  investment  and  insur¬ 
ance. 

(Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  In¬ 
dicating  how  the  allocable  portions  would  be 
determined]. 

(iii)  incremental  costs  associated  with 
the  generation  of  fuel  emergency  service. 
Incremental  costs  mean  such  operating 
and  maintenance  expenses  incurred  that 
would  not  have  been  otherwise  incurred 
if  such  service  had  not  been  furnished. 
Such  expenses  include  the  incremental 
expenses  incurred  in  the  production  of 
the  energy  so  furnished,  including  incre¬ 
mental  fuel  expense,  incremental  operat¬ 
ing  labor  and  supplies,  incremental 
maintenance  labor  and  supplies,  and  in¬ 
cremental  administrative  and  general 
expenses. 

(Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
indicate  how  the  generating  systems  would 
determine  the  Incremental  costs,  eg.,  the 
actual  weighted  average  cost  of  fuel  con¬ 
sumed  to  generate  the  energy,  or  the  re¬ 
placement  cost  of  the  fuel  consumed.  If  the 
replacement  cost  Is  to  be  used,  the  generat¬ 
ing  system  should  comment  as  to  how  such 
cost  wUl  be  determined,  and  how  the  Inter¬ 
ests  of  the  other  existing  customers  will  be 
preserved  and  the  selling  utility  not  unduly 
enriched). 

(iv)  the  incremental  coats  incurred  in 
the  transmission  of  fuel  emergency  serv- 
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ice,  including  operating  labor  and  sup¬ 
plies,  incremental  maintenance  labor 
and  supplies,  tnprmwpntaj  administrative 
and  general  expenses,  losses,  and  any 
other  related  costs. 

(Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
Indicate  the  nature  of  "any  other  related 
costs”  and  how  such  costs  would  be  deter¬ 
mined]. 

(2)  Incremental  costing  p Ins  incen¬ 
tive — (i)  incremental  costs  associated 
with  the  furnishing  of  fuel  emergency 
service.  Incremental  costs  means  such 
operating  and  maintenance  expenses  in¬ 
curred  that  would  not  have  been  other¬ 
wise  incurred  if  such  service  had  not 
been  furnished.  Such  expenses  include 
the  incremental  expenses  incurred  in  the 
production  of  the  energy  so  furnished, 
including  incremental  fuel  expense,  in¬ 
cremental  operating  labor  and  supplies, 
incremental  maintenance  labor  and  sup¬ 
plies,  and  incremental  administrative 
and  general  expenses. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
indicate  how  the  generating  system  would 
determine  the  Incremental  costs,  e.g.,  the 
actual  weighted  average  cost  of  fuel  con¬ 
sumed  to  generate  the  energy,  or  the  replace¬ 
ment  cost  of  the  fuel  consumed.  If  the  re¬ 
placement  cost  Is  to  be  used,  the  generating 
system  should  comment  as  to  how  such  cost 
will  be  determined,  and  how  the  Interests 
of  the  other  existing  customers  will  be  pre¬ 
served  and  the  selling  utility  not  unduly 
enriched.] 

(ii)  the  incremental  costs  incurred  in 
the  transmission  of  fuel  emergency  serv¬ 
ice,  including  incremental  operating 
labor  and  supplies,  incremental  mainte¬ 
nance  labor  and  supplies,  incremental 
administrative  and  general  expenses, 
losses  and  any  other  related  costs. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
Indicate  the  nature  of  “any  other  related 
costs”  and  how  such  costs  would  be  deter¬ 
mined.] 

(iii)  as  an  incentive  factor  to  the 
generating  and  transmitting  systems  to 
utilize  their  facilities  for  the  generation 
and  transmission  of  such  energy,  these 
systems  would  be  permitted  some  reason¬ 
able  compensation  for  their  investment 
in  production  and  transmission  plant  by 
way  of  return  and  associated  income 
taxes  but  not  to  the  same  extent  that 
they  are  compensated  therefor  for  non¬ 
emergency  on-peak  service. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
indicate  how  the  generating  and  transmitting 
systems  would  determine  the  return  and  In¬ 
come  tax  components.] 

(3)  Incremental  costing,  (i)  incre¬ 
mental  costs  associated  with  the  furnish¬ 
ing  of  fuel  emergency  service.  Incre¬ 
mental  costs  mean  such  operating  and 
maintenance  expenses  incurred  that 
would  not  have  been  otherwise  incurred 
if  such  service  had  not  been  furnished. 
Such  expenses  include  the  incremental 


expenses  incurred  in  the  production  of 
the  energy  so  furnished,  including  in¬ 
cremental  fuel  expense,  incremental  op¬ 
erating  labor  and  supplies,  incremental 
maintenance  labor  and  supplies,  and  in¬ 
cremental  administrative  and  general 
expenses. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
Indicate  how  the  generating  system  would 
determine  the  incremental  costs,  e.g..  the 
actual  weighted  average  cost  of  fuel  con¬ 
sumed  to  generate  the  energy,  or  the  re¬ 
placement  cost  of  the  fuel  consumed.  If  the 
replacement  cost  Is  to  be  used,  the  generat¬ 
ing  system  should  comment  as  to  how  such 
cost  will  be  determined,  and  how  the  Inter¬ 
ests  of  the  other  existing  customers  will  be 
preserved  and  the  selling  utility  not  unduly 
enriched.] 

(ii)  the  incremental  costs  incurred  in 
the  transmission  of  fuel  emergency  serv¬ 
ice,  including  incremental  operating 
labor  and  supplies,  incremental  mainte¬ 
nance  labor  and  supplies,  incremental 
administrative  and  general  expenses, 
losses,  and  any  other  related  costs. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
Indicate  the  nature  of  “any  other  related 
costs”  and  how  such  costs  would  be  deter¬ 
mined.] 

(4)  Share-the-savings  method.  The 
share-the-savings  method  would  take 
into  account  the  following  factors: 

(i)  Incremental  costs  of  generation, 
including: 

(a)  Incremental  fuel  costs 

(b)  Start-up  costs 

(c)  Incremental  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance  and  administrative  costs 

(ii)  Decremental  costs  of  generation 
replaced  on  the  receiving  system. 

(c)  The  price  for  fuel  emergency  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  equal  to  the  supplier’s  in¬ 
cremental  generation  costs,  plus  one- 
half  of  the  difference  between  the  costs 
to  the  purchaser  (the  supplier’s  incre¬ 
mental  cost  plus  the  sum  of  the  trans¬ 
mission  charges,  by  intermediate  trans¬ 
mitting  systems)  and  the  purchaser’s 
decremental  costs. 

[Note:  Comments  should  be  submitted  to 
indicate  how  the  generating  system  would 
determine  the  incremental  costs,  e.g.,  the 
actual  weighted  average  cost  of  fuel  con¬ 
sumed  to  generate  the  energy,  or  the  re¬ 
placement  cost  of  the  fuel  consumed.  If  the 
replacement  cost  is  to  be  UBed,  the  generat¬ 
ing  system  should  comment  as  to  how  such 
cost  will  be  determined,  and  how  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  other  existing  customers  will  be 
terests  of  the  other  existing  customers  will  be 
enriched.] 

32.64  Other  information. 

The  Commission  may  require  addi¬ 
tional  information  when  it  appears  to 
be  pertinent  in  a  particular  case. 

32.65  Form  and  style ;  number  of  copies. 

An  original  and  six  conformed  copies 
of  an  application  under  §§  32.60  to  32.66 
shall  be  filed  and  shall  conform,  in  all 
other  respects,  to  the  requirements  of 


§§  1.15  through  1.17  of  this  chapter.  Per¬ 
sons  designated  as  potential  sources  of 
emergency  power  and  energy  assistance 
in  an  application  filed  pursuant  to  this 
subsection  shall,  at  the  time  of  applica¬ 
tion,  be  served  with  the  application.  The 
persons  so  designated  and  served  shall 
submit  their  answers  to  the  Commission 
within  10  days  of  the  date  of  filing  of  the 
application  unless  otherwise  directed  by 
the  Commission’s  Secretary,  and  as  part 
thereof,  they  shall  analyze  the  impact  of 
the  required  power  and  energy  transfers 
upon  their  capabilities  to  provide  for 
loads  on  their  own  systems. 

32.66  Required  exhibits. 

There  shall  be  filed  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  as  a  part  thereof  the  following 
exhibits: 

Exhibit  A.  Statement  of  the  estimated 
capital  cost  of  all  facilities  of  the  applicant, 
required  to  establish  the  interconnection  and 
to  perform  interconnected  system  operations 
so  that  emergency  services  might  be  received 
by  it;  and  the  estimated  annualized  cost  of 
operating  such  facilities  to  receive  the  type 
of  emergency  service  requested.  To  the  extent 
known  by  applicant,  similar  data  shall  be 
supplied  relative  to  the  facilities  and  opera¬ 
tions  of  each  entity  from  which  applicant 
seeks  emergency  services. 

Exhibit  B.  A  general  or  key  map  on  a  scale 
not  greater  than  20  miles  to  the  inch  show¬ 
ing,  in  separate  colors,  the  territory  served 
by  each  entity  named  in  the  application,  and 
the  location  of  the  faculties  to  be  used  for 
the  generation  and  transmission  of  electric 
power  and  energy  requested,  indicating  on 
said  map  the  connection  points  between 
systems. 

(14)  Any  interested  person  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  not  later  than 
October  16,  1974,  data,  views  and  com¬ 
ments,  in  writing,  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  herein  proposed.  Written  submittals 
will  be  placed  in  the  Commission’s  public 
files  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  during  regular  business  hours.  An 
original  and  fourteen  (14)  conformed 
copies  should  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Submissions  to  the  Commission 
should  indicate  the  name  and  address  of 
the  person  to  whom  correspondence  in 
regard  to  the  proposal  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed,  and  whether  the  person  filing 
them  requests  a  conference  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  to  discuss  this 
proposal.  The  Commission  will  consider 
all  submissions  before  taking  action  on 
the  matter  herein  proposed. 

(15)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20150  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 
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COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY 

The  following  list,  filed  with  the  Council  by  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  pursuant  to  CEQ  Guideline  40  CFR  1500.6(e),  Indicates 
those  administrative  actions  that  SCS  has  determined  will  require  the  preparation 
of  an  environmental  impact  statement  under  NEPA. 

Son.  Conservation  Service  Assisted  Actions  on  Which  Environmental  Impact  Statements  Are  To  Be 

Prepared  as  or  July  1,  1974 


Responsible  Federal  official  Name  of  project  or  R.C.  A  1).  County 

measure 


Alabama 


State  Conservationist.  P.O.  Bin  311,  Cypress  Creek .  .  Lauderdale  and  Wayne  (Tennessee). 

Auburn,  Ala.  36830. 

Upper  Brushy  Creek .  Escambia. 

Mud  Creek .  Cullman. 

Dynne  Creek .  Cleburne. 

Choccolocco  Creek .  . .  Calhoun,  Talladega,  Cleburne,  and 

Clay. 

Factory  Creek .  Sumter. 

Talladega  Creek . ...  Talladega  and  Clay. 

Southeast  Choctawhatchee  Creek...  Geneva,  Dale,  and  Houston. 

Ketehepedrakee  Creek . Clay,  Cleburne,  and  Randolph. 

Walnut  Creek  (R.C.  A  D.) . Pike. 


Alaska 

State  Conservationist,  204  East  5th  None  .. 
Ave.,  Room  217,  Anchorage,  Alaska 

99501. 

Arizona 

State  Conservationist,  6029  Federal  Buckhoru-Mesa . . . .  Maricopa  and  Pinal. 

Building,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85025. 

II arquahala  Valley .  Maricopa  and  Yuma. 

Apache  Junction-Gilbert. .  Maricopa  and  Pinal. 

Williams-Chandler . .  Do. 

Cottonwood  Wash . . . Navajo. 

Gila  Floodway-Lower  Queen  Creek.  Maricopa  and  Pinal. 

Dos  Cabezas . . .  Cochise. 

Eagle  Tail .  Maricopa. 


Atkansas 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  2323,  Upper  Peril  Jean . .  Logan,  Scott,  and  Sebastian. 

Little  Rock,  Ark.  72203. 

Upper  Strawberry  River .  Fulton,  Izard,  and  Sharp. 

South  Fourc.he.. . . Perry,  Yell,  Saline,  and  Garland. 

Larkin  Creek . Lee  and  St.  Francis. 

Fish  Bayou... . St.  Francis  and  Crittenden. 

North  Fork  of  Cadron  Creek _  Faulkner,  Van  Buren,  Cleburne, 

and  Conway. 

East  Fork  of  Cadron  Creek . Faulkner,  White,  and  Cleburne. 

Lower  Cadron  Creek... . Conway  and  Faulkner. 

Lake  Wallace-Jackson  Sough  (R.C.  Chicot  and  Drew. 

&  D.). 


California 


State  Conservationist  P.O.  Box  1019,  Carpinteria  Valley . . Santa  Barbara. 

Davis,  Calif.  95616.  <  ntral  Sonoma— Spring  Creek.  Sonoma. 

Central  Sonoma— Matanzas .  Do. 

Lower  Llagas  Creek . Santa  Clara. 

Lower  Pine  Creek .  Contra  Costa. 

Marsh-Kellogg  Creek . Do. 

Na(>a  River . Napa. 

Upper  Llagas  Creek . . . Santa  Clara. 

Newman . . Stanislaus. 

Me  Coy  Wash .  Riverside. 

i  ^apay  Valley . . . Yolo. 

Hungry  Hollow _ _  Do. 

Davis  Creek  (R.C.  A  D.) . Modoc. 

Stone’s  Canyon  (R.C.  A  D.) _  Do. 


Colorado 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  17107,  Amity . 

Denver,  Colo.  80217.  Henrylyn. . . . 

Sedgwiek-Sand  Draws . 

Sentry  Box . . 

_  Prairie  Ditch  ( R.C.  &  D.) 


Prowers. 

Weld  and  Adams. 

Cheyenne,  Deuel  (Nebraska),  and 
Sedgwick. 

Saguache. 

Alamosa. 
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Responsible  Federal  official 


Name  of  project  or  R.C.  *  D. 


Connecticut 


County 


State  ConserrstloMlat,  Mansfield  Pro-  Farm  Brook... 
fessional  Park,  Storrs,  Coan.  (Mats.  Norwalk  River. 

Neck  River.... 
Avery  Brook... 


Delaware 


State  Conservationist,  Treadway  Upper  Cboptank  River,  HarUy  Tax  Kent. 

Towers,  9  East  Loockermen  St.,  Diteh. 

Dover,  Del,  19901.  Upper  N anticoke  River,  Robins  Sussex. 

Tax  Ditch,  Shorts  Tax  Ditch. 

Silverbrook  Run  Project  (R.C.  &  New  Castle. 

D.). 

Christina  River  Project  (R.C.  A  D.).  Do. 

Route  9  bicentennial  project  Delaware  (statewide); 
(R.C.  &  D.). 

Peppers  Creek  flood  and  drainage  Sussex, 
project  (R.C.  A  D.). 


Florida 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  1208, 
Gainesville,  Fla.  32802. 


California  Lake . . 

South  Florida  conservancy  district.. 

Upper  Tampa  Bay . ....... 

Jumper  Creek . . . . 

Pahokee  drainage  district . . . 

Pelican  Lake  drainage  district _ 

Sarasota  west  coast . . . . 


Dixie. 

Palm  Beach  and  Hendry. 
Hillsborough,  Pinellas,  and  Pasco; 
Sumter. 

Palm  Beach. 

Do. 

Sarasota  and  Manatee. 


Georgia 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  832, 
Atheus,  Ga.  10601. 


Big  Mortar-Snufl  Box  Swamp. . 

Mill  Branch . . . . 

Evans  County . . 

Black  Creek . . . 

Hard  Labor-Big  Sandy  Creeks. 

Woodbine  area _ 

Turtle  River. . 

Lower  Little  Tallapoosa  River. 

Hudson  River . . . . 

lii  Hat  measure  plan  (Coastal  Geor¬ 
gia  R.C.  A  D.j. 

Recreation  Lake  and  development 
measure  plan  (Gwinnett  County 
R.C.  A  D.). 


Long  and  McIntosh. 

Bacon. 

Candler,  Evans,  and  TattnalL 
Bulloch  and  Bryan. 

Morgan  and  Walton. 

Camden  and  Charlton. 

Glynn,  Brantley,  and  Wayne. 
Carroll,  Haralson,  Heard,  and  Cle¬ 
burne  (Alabama). 

Banks,  Franklin,  and  Madison. 
Camden. 

Gwinnett. 


Hawaii 


State  Conservationist,  440  Alexander  Honolua  watershed . . Maui. 

Young  Bldg.,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  Wailuku-Alenalo  watershed _ Hawaii. 


96813.  Happy  Valley  project  measure  Maui. 

(R.C.  A  D->. 


Idaho 


State  Conservationist,  304  North  8th  None.. 
St.,  room  345,  Boise,  Idaho  83702. 


Illinois 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  678,  None. 
Champaign,  111.  61820. 


Indiana 


State  Conservationist,  Atkinson  Square- 
West  5610  Crawfordsville  Rd., 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46224. 


Anderson  River . . . .  Perry,  Dubois,  Spencer,  and 

Crawford. 

Buseron  Creek _ _ Sullivan,  Clay,  Green,  and  Vigo. 

Croys  Creek . . Clay,  Putnam,  and  Parke. 

Delaney  Creek _ _ _ _ Washington. 

Goose  Creek . . Cass. 

Gresham  Creek _ _ _ _ Posey. 

Hall-Flat  Creek . . . . Dubois. 

Jordan  Creek _ _ _ _ Warren,  and  Vermillion  (Illinois.) 

Lost  River . . . . . Orange,  Martin, Washington,  Dubois, 

and  Lawrence. 

...  Montgomery. 

...  Perry  and  Crawford. 

Muddy  Fork  of  Silver  Creek . .  Clark,  Floyd,  and  Washington, 

Prairie  Creek  (Vigo) . . . Vigo. 

Prides  Creek . . Pike. 

Rock  Creek. . Cass. 

Stucker  Fork . Jefferson,  Scott,  Clark,  and  Wash¬ 

ington. 

Twin  Rush  Creek . W ashington. 

Upper  Big  Blue  River . . . Henry  and  Rush. 

WhiteWater  River-Fayette . Fayette. 

UpperWest  Fork  Whitewater  River.  Fayette,  Randolph,  Wayne,  and 

Henry. 


Lye  Creek  drain. 

Middle  Fork  Anderson  River. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  170— FRIDAY,  AUGUST  30,  1974 


31660 


NOTICES 


Responsible  Federal  official 

Name  of  pro)ect  or  R.C.  A  D. 
measure 

County 

Iowa 

State  Conservationist,  828  Federal 
Bldg.,  Dee  Moines,  Iowa  60309. 

Badger  Creek  Watershed . . 

Bee  Jay  watershed . - . . ... 

BigWyacondah  watershed . . 

Block  ton  watershed . 

Dane  Ridge  watershed . 

Davids  Creek  watershed . 

Madison,  Dallas,  andWarren. 
Pottawattamie. 

Davis. 

Taylor. 

Crawford. 

Audulnm  and  Guthrie. 

Held  watershed . . . 

Indian  Creek-Van  Buren  watershed.. 

Ledgewood  Creek  watershed . 

Leutzinger-Lowe  Run  watershed. . . 

Little  River  watershed . 

Little  Sioux  River  llood  prevention 
project. 

Mill-Picayune  Creek  watershed . 

Mosquito  of  Harrison  watershed . 

Nort  h  Pigeon  watershed . . 

Pierce  Creek  No.  2  watershed _ 

Pony  Creek  watershed-  . 

Three  Mile  Creek  watershed _ 

Plymouth. 

Van  Buren,  Clark  (Missouri). 
Fremont. 

Muscatine. 

Decatur. 

O’Brien,  Plymouth,  Cherokee, 
Buena  Vista,  Woodbury,  Ida,  Bac, 
Monona,  and  Harrison. 

Crawford,  Harrison,  and  Shelby. 
Harrison  and  Shelby. 

Pottawattamie. 

Page  and  Montgomery. 

Mills  and  Prottawattamie. 

Union  and  Adair. 

Cass,  Guthrie,  Audubon,  and  Adair. 
Mills  and  Fremont. 

Webster. 

Clarke  and  Lucas. 

- 

Waubonsie  Creek  watershed _ 

West  Buttriek  Creek  watershed . 

White  Breast  Creek  watershed . 

Kansas 

/ 

State  Conservationist,  Box  600,  Salina,  North  Black  Vermillion . 

Kans.  67401. 

Upper  Black  Vermillion . . 

.  Marshall  and  Nemalm. 

Do. 

Elk  Creek . . . 

ner. 

.  Nemaha,  Jackson,  and  Atchison. 

Wet  Walnut  No.  2.. . . 

.  Ness,  Pawnee,  and  Rush. 

Wet  Walnut  No.  3.  -  - . 

.  Ness.  '  — 

Do. 

Rock  Creek  WSD  No.  45 . . 

• 

Buffalo  Creek . . . 

Diamond  Creek . . . . 

Middle  Creek . . 

.  Jewell,  Cloud,  Mitchell,  and  Repub¬ 
lic. 

.  Chase  and  Morris. 

.  Chase,  Mariou,  and  Morris. 

South  Fork . 

Dry  Creek.. . 

.  Chase,  Butler,  and  Greenwood. 
Washington,  Clay,  Republic,  and 
Cloud. 

Kentucky 

State  Conservationist.  333  Waller  Ave., 
Lexington,  Ky.  40304. 

Big  Muddy  Creek . . . 

Donaldson  Creek... . 

.  Butler  and  Logan; 

.  Caldwell. 

Foi  Creek . . . 

JIumphrey-Clanton  Creek . 

Obion  Creek . . 

.  Fleming. 

.  Ballard. 

.  Hickman  and  Graves. 

Salt  Lick  Creek . . . Menilee  and  Bath. 

Upper  Tradewater  River .  Christian. 

West  Fork  Mayfield  Creek... . Carlisle  and  Graves. 

West  Fork  Pond  River .  Christian. 


Louisiana 


Btate  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  1630, 
Alexandria,  La.  71301. 


West  Fork  of  Bayou  Lacassine. 

Upper  Bayou  Nezpique . 

Duralde-des  Cannes . 

Lake  Verret.. . 


Walnut-Roundaway _ 

Central  Madison . . 

Chatlin  Lake  Canal . 

North  Concordia . 

Avoyelles-St.  Landry _ 

Bayou  Bonne  Idee . 

Kinder.. _ _ 

East  Franklin . 

Bayou  Plaquemine  Brule. 

Bayou  Grosse  Tete . . 

Choctaw  Bayou . . 

Johnson  Bayou... . . 

East  Ascension . . . 

Bayou  Mallet . 

West  Franklin _ 

East  Carroll . 


Jefferson  Davis. 

Allen  and  Evangeline. 

Acadia,  8t.  Landry,  and  Evangeline; 
Iberville,  Ascension,  and  Assump¬ 
tion. 

Madison  and  East  CarrolL  v 
Madison. 

Rapides  and  Avoyelles. 

Concordia,  Tensas,  and  Catahoula: 
Avoyelles,  Rapides,  and  St.  Landry: 
Morehouse. 

Allen. 

Franklin,  Catahoula,  and  Riehlandi 
Acadia  and  St.  Landry. 

Pointe  Coupee. 

Pointe  Coupee  and  West  Baton 
Rouge. 

Pointe  Coupee. 

Ascension. 

Acadia  and  St.  Landry: 

Franklin  and  Richland. 

East  Carroll. 
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Responsible  Federal  official  Name  of  project  or  R.C.  &  D.  County 

measure 


Maine 


State  Conservationist,  USD  A  Office  Bldg.,  Twentyfive  Mile  Stream  water-  Waldo,  Penabscot,  Somerset,  and 
University  of  Maine,  Orono,  Maine  04473.  shed.  Kennebec. 

Upper  Piscataquis  River  water-  Piscataquis  and  Somerset, 
shed. 

Northwest  River  fish  and  wild-  Sebago. 
life  (R.C.  &  D.). 


Maryland 


State  Conservationist,  4321  Hartwlck  Rd., 
College  Park,  Md.  20740. 


Big  and  Little  Pipe  Creeks . Carroll  and  Frederick. 


Little  and  Middle  Patuxent 
River. 

Upper  Chasselman  River . 

Big  and  Little  Elk  Creeks . 

Piscataway  Creek _ _ 

Middletown  Branoh . . 


Howard. 

Garrett  (Maryland)  and  Somerset 
(Pennsylvania). 

Cecil  (Maryland)  and  Chester  (Penn¬ 
sylvania). 

Prince  Georges. 

Dorchester. 


Massachusetts 


State  Conservationist,  29  Cottage  Street,  Dlamond-Traphole  Brooks  Norfolk. 

Amherst,  Mass.  01002.  watershed. 

Upper  Quaboag  River  water-  Worchester,  Hampden,  and  H amp- 
shed.  shire. 

West  Branoh  of  Westfield  River  Do. 
watershed. 

Hawley-Mill  Brook  public  Franklin, 
water-based  fish  and  wildlife 
development  (R.C.  &  D.). 


Michigan 


State  Conservationist.  1402  South  Indian  Creek  watershed . .  Lapeer,  Sanilac,  and  Tuscola. 

Harrison  Rd.,  room  101,  East  Lansing, 

Mich.  48823. 

Black  Creek-Mason  watershed..  Mason. 

Rogue  River  watershed . Newaygo  and  Kent. 

State  road  drain  watershed . Shiawassee. 

West  Upper  Maple  watershed...  Clinton  and  Gratiot. 


Minnesota 

8tate  Conservationist,  816  North 
Robert  St.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  65101. 

Norman  Polk  watershed . . 

Norman  and  Polk. 

Doge  and  Olmsted. 

Lyon,  Lincoln,  and  Pipestone. 

Polk. 

Burnham  Creek . . . 

Turtle  Creek . . . 

Palisade  Water  Management  (R.C. 
&  D.). 

Freeborn  and  Mower. 

Aitkin. 

Mississippi 

State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  610, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

Covington,  Simpson,  Smith,  Tones, 
and  Forrest. 

Jasper,  Jones,  and  Newton. 

Clarke,  Jasper,  and  Newton. 

Bolivar,  and  Washington. 

Noxubee  and  Kemper. 

.  Conjah  and  Lincoln. 

Itawamba,  Lee,  and  Monroe. 

Souinlovey  Creek... . 

Bayou  Pierre. . 

Mantachie  Creek. . 

Big  Creek . 

Chunky  River . 

Holliday  Creek . 

Jasper,  Jones,  and  Smith. 

.  Neshoba  and  Newton. 

.  Jefferson  Davis. 

Silver  Creek . 

.  Jefferson  Davis,  Lawrence,  tod 
Simpson. 

Tuscumbta  River . 

Upper  Leaf  River . . . 

Whitesands-Green  Creek . 

Will  Nelli . . 

Kemper  County  Lake  (R.C.  &  D.). 

.  Alcorn,  Prentiss,  McNairy  (Ten¬ 
nessee). 

Scott,  Smith,  and  Jasper. 

Jefferson  Davis  and  Lawrence. 

Leflore,  Carroll,  and  Grenada. 
Kemper. 
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Responsible  Federal  official  Name  of  project  or  R.C.  *  D;  County 

measure 


Missouri 


State  Conservationist,  F.O.  Box  459,  Upper  and  Lower  Little  Black  Carter,  Ripley,  Butler,  and  Clay 
Columbia,  Mo.  65201.  watersheds.  (Arkansas). 

West  Fork  of  Big  Creek  watershed.. Harrison,  Ringgold,  and  Decatur 

(Iowa). 

Mississippi  County  spillway  area  Mississippi. 

watershed. 


Upper  and  Lower  Middle  Fabius  Schuyler,  Knox,  Scotland,  Adair, 

watersheds.  and  Lewis. 

Grassy-Troublesome  Creeks  water-  Knox,  Lewis,  Marlon,  and  Barry; 
shed. 


Montana 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  970, 
Bozeman,  Mont.  50715. 


City,  of  Browning,  Boulder  River _ Glacier  and  Jefferson. 

Pintlar  Creek,  headwaters  R.C.  A  D.  Beaverhead, 
project  area. 


Nebraska 


State  Conservationist,  181  South  12th  Blackwood  Creek .  Lincoln,  Hayes,  Hitchcock,  and  Red 

St.,  room  604,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68508.  Willow. 

Long  Branch . . . Johnson,  Nemaha,  Pawnee,  and 

Riobardson. 

South  Branch  Little  Nemaha . Lancaster,  Otoe,  and  Johnson. 

Middle  Big  Nemaha . . . . Gage,  Johnson,  and  Pawnee. 

Bone  Creek _ _ _ Butler. 

Upper  Little  Nemaha _  Lancaster,  Cass,  and  Otoe. 

Swan  Creek _  Saline  and  Jefferson. 

Wolf  Wildcat _ _ _ Gage  and  Pawnee. 

Maple  Creek _ _ Stanton,  Colfax,  Platte,  and  Dodge. 


Nevada 

State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  4850,  None. 
Reno,  Nev.  89505. 

New  Hampshire 

State  Conservationist,  Federal  Build-  Baker  River  Watershed _ _ _ Grafton;  - 

ing,  Durham,  N.H.  03824.  Indian  Brook . . . . Coos. 

Gunstock  Brook  flood  prevention  Belknap; 
(R.C.  A  D.). 

Canaan  flood  prevention  (R.C.  A  Grafton; 
D.). 


New  Jersey 


State  Conservationist,  1370  Hamilton  Furnace  Brook  watershed _ Warren. 

St..  P.O.  Box  219,  Somerset,  NJ.  Merrill  Creek  watershed _  Do. 

06873. 


New  Mexico 


State  Conservationist  ,  Box  20<T7,  Albu-  Belen-Los  Lunas  watershed . Valencia. 

querque,  N.  Mex.  97103.  Cottonwood-Walnut  Creek  water-  Eddy  and  Chaves. 

shed. 

Espanola- Rio  Chama  watershed - Rio  Arriba. 

Sandia  watershed _ Bernalillo  and  Sandoval. 

Trujillo,  Montoya,  Tierra  Blanca  Dona  Ana  and  Sierra, 
and  Rincon  Arroyos  watershed. 

Zuni  Pueblo  watershed  .  _ _ _ _ ..McKinley. 

Tucumcari  Draw  watershed.  - Quay. 


New  York 

Chautauqua  and  Cattaraugus. 

Delaware  and  Broome. 

Bt.,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13210. 

Chenango. 

Nanticoke  watershed - - ... 

Newtown-Hoffman  watershed . - 

Oak  Orchard  watershed. 

Broome  and  Tioga. 

Chemung  and  Schuyler. 

Genesse  and  Orleans. 

North  Carolina 

State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  27307,  Little  Contentnea  Creek . — 

Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

Swift  Creek . — . - 

Upper  Bay  River . . . 

HobbsvUle _ _ _ _ _ 

Coddle . . . - . . 

Country  Line,  Creek . - 

Pitt,  Edgecombe,  Wilson,  and 
Greene. 

Pitt,  Craven,  and  Beeutert. 

Pamlico. 

Sunbury  (Sunbury  portion),  Gates; 
Coldwater,  Dutch,  Buffalo,  Cabar¬ 
rus,  Iredell,  Rowan. 

Caswell  and  Rockingham. 
Rutherford  and  McDowell. 

Stoney  Creek . . . 

Wayne. 

North  Dakota 

State  Conservationist,  Box  1458,  Bis-  Boundary  Greek  watershed,  channel 
marck.N.  Dak.  58501.  No.  1. 

Bottineau. 
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Responsible)  Federal  official  Name  of  project  or  R.O.  &  D.  County 

measure 


Ohio 


State  Conservationist,  311  Old  Federal 
Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 


Beaver  Creek  watershed . 

Leading  Creek  watershed . . 

Rush  Creek  watershed . 

South  Fork  Licking  watershed . 

Sunfish  recreation  development . 

Upper  Paint  Creek  watershed . 

Little  Auglaize  River  watershed- ... 
Middle  branch  of  the  Little  Auglaize 
River. 

Pralrie-Hoaglin  branch  of  the  Little 
Auglaize  River. 


.  Henry,  Wood,  Putnam,  and  Han¬ 
cock. 

Meigs,  Athens,  and  Gallia. 

Perry,  Fairfield,  and  Hocking. 
Licking  and  Fairfield. 

Monroe. 

Fayette  and  Madison. 

VanWert,  Paulding,  and  Putnam.- 
Van  Wert  and  Paulding. 

Do. 


Oklahoma 


State  Conservationist,  State  Office,  Big  Beaver  Creek . Comanche,  Cotton,  Grady,  and 

Stillwater,  Okla.  74074.  Stephens. 

Kicapoo  Nations . ._  Lincoln  and  Oklahoma. 

McKlnney-Buzzard  Creek . . McCurtain. 

Pott-Sem-Torkey  Creek _ Seminole  and  Pottawatomie. 

Robinson  Creek . Lincoln. 

Sans  Bois  Creek . Haskell,  Pittsburg,  and  Latimer.- 

Upper  Muddy  Boggy  Crock . Coal,  Hughes,  Pittsburg,  and 

Pontotoc. 


Oregon 


State  Conservationist,  1218  Southwest  Little  Luckiamute  watershed . ..  Polk. 

Washington  St.,  Portland,  Oreg.  Rock  Croek  watershed . .  Gilliam  and  Morrow. 

97205.  Calapooya  Creek  watershed . Douglas. 

Oak  Grove  watershed . .  Hood  River. 

South  Beach  Marina  (R.C.  &  D.)._.  Lincoln. 

Grand  Prairie  watershed . .  Linn. 


Pennsylvania 


State  Conservationist,  Boi  985,  Federal 
Square  Station,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17108. 


Neshaminy  Creek.. 
Brandywine  Creek. 


Jacobs  Creek . 

Wheeling  Creek . 

Middle  Creek . ; _ 

Briar  Creek . 

Upper  Tioga  River . . 

Pine  Run  ( Wissahlckon) . . 

Sacouy  Creek . 

Upper  Casselman  River.. 
Big  and  Little  Elk  Creeks. 


Bucks  and  Montgomery. 

Chestor,  Lancaster,  and  Delaware 
(Pennsylvania)  and  New  Castle 
(Delaware). 

Fayette  andWestmoreland. 

Greene  and  Washington  (Ohio)  and 
Marshall  (West  Virginia). 

Snyder,  Mifflin,  and  Union. 
Columbia  and  Luzerne. 

Tioga. 

Montgomery. 

Berks. 

Somerset. 

Chester. 


Puerto  Rico 


Director,  Caribbean  Area,  Caribbean  Guayanes  River  watershed . Yabucoa. 

Area,  GPO  Box 4868,  San  Juan.P.R. 

Yaurel  Creek  watershed _ _ _ _  Arroyo. 


Rhode  Island 

State  Conservationist,  222  Quaker  None . . 

Lane.WestWarwick,  R.1. 02893. 

South  Carolina 

State  Conservationist,  901  Sumter  St., 
Columbia,  8.C.  29201. 


Catfish  Creek-Smith  Swamp..;.;... 

Little  River . . . 

Upper  New  River _ 

South  Tyger  River . 

Gray's  Lake  low  country  project 
(R.O.  &  D.) 


Marion  and  Dillon.- 

Abbeville,  Anderson,  and  Mo- 
Cormick. 

Beaufort  and  Jasper.’ 

Greenville. 

Jasper  and  Hampton; 


South  Dakota 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  1357,  Mission  Hill  watershed . . . .  Yankton. 

Huron,  S.  Dak.  57350. 

Brule  Creek  watershed _ ..... _ Lincoln,  Union; 
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Tennessee 


State  Conservationist,  601  D.8.  Court-  Clover  Creek _ _ Hardeman,  Madison,  Chester, 

house,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

North  Fork  Forked  Deer  River _  Gibson. 

McNairy-Cypress  Creek _ McNairy. 

Bogota . . . Dyer  and  Obion. 

Sulphur  Fork . . .  Robertson,  Sumner,  Montgomery, 

and  Cheatham. 

Pine  Creek . . . . . Scott. 

Mudd  Creek - Weakley  and  Obion. 

Reelfoot-Indian  Creek . .  Obion. 

Martin  Creek . . . . . Carroll  and  Henry. 

Middle  Fork  Obion  River . . Henry  and  Weakley. 

Cano  Creek _  Lauderdale. 

Erinllood  prevention  (R.C.  A  D.) _ Houston. 


TEXAS 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Boi  MS, 
Temple,  Tex.  76501. 


Deport  Creek  watershed... 
Three  Mile  Sulfur  Draw... 

Klin  (Cen-Tex)  Creek . 

Randy  Creek  _ _ _ 

Pollard  Creek . . 

Pine  Creek . . . 

Big  Creek . . 

Tehuacana  Creek _ 

Attoyae  Bayou . 

Lower  Brushy  Creek _ 

Choctaw  Creek . 

Willow  Creek . . 

Allens  Creek _ 

Upper  San  Marcos _ 

Saha n na  River _ 

Meridian  and  Neils  Creeks. 

Southwest  laterals _ 

Pilot  Grove . 

Big  Sandy . 

Cedar  Creek . 

Brownwood  laterals . . 


Lamar  and  Red  River. 

Culberson  and  Hudspeth. 

Bell,  Falls,  McLennan,  and  Milam. 
Jasper. 

Palo  Pinto. 

Lamar. 

Brazos. 

Hill,  Limestone,  and  McLennan. 
Rusk,  Nacogdoches,  Shelby,  and 
San  Augustine. 

Milam  and  Williamson. 

Grayson. 

Tom  (ireen  and  Runnels. 

Austin. 

Comal  and  nays. 

Comanche,  Eastland,  and  Callahan. 
Bosque,  Coryell,  and  Hamilton. 
Concho  and  McCulloch. 

Hunt,  Collin,  Fannin,  and  Grayson. 
Clay  Montague,  and  Wise. 
Henderson,  Kaufman,  Rockwall, 
and  Van  Zandt. 

Brown  and  Mills. 


Utah 


State  Conservationist,  4012  Federal  Muddy  Creek  . . Sevier,  Emery,  and  Sanpete. 

Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84138.  Dry  Fork . . .  Unintah. 

Richfield-West  Sevier . .  Sevier. 

Enterprise  Irrigation  Co.  (R.C.  A  D.)  Iron  and  Washington. 


Vermont 


8tatc  Conservationist,  96  College  St..  None 
Burlington,  Vt.  05401. 


Virginia 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  10026, 
Richmond,  Va.  23240. 

Nibbs  Creek _ _ 

Great  Creek . . . 

Cedar  Run. .  . . . 

.  Amelia. 

.  Brunswick  and  Lunenburg. 

.  Fauquier. 

Washington 

State  Conservationist,  U.S. 

Court- 

East  and  West  Green  River  water- 

King. 

house,  room  3W,  Spokaue, 

Wash. 

shed. 

99201. 

Lake  Creek  watershed _  _ 

Lewis. 

Goose  Creek  watershed _ 

.  Lincoln. 

Wilson  Creek  watershed _ 

.  Kittitas. 

Clear  Creek  watershed _ _ _ 

.  Pierce. 

Salzer-Coal  Creek  watershed- . - 

.  Lewis. 

Sumas  watershed . . . 

.  Whatcom. 

West  Virginia 


State  Conservationist,  P.O.  Box  865,  North  and  South  Mill  Creek .  Grant,  Pendleton,  and  Hardy. 

Morgantown,  W.  Va.  26505.  South  Fork . . Pendleton  and  Hardy. 

New  Creek .  Grant  and  Mineral. 

North  River . . Hampshire  and  Hardy. 

Elk  Creek . . Harrison  and  Barbour. 

Hackers  Creek . . . -  Lewis  and  Upshur. 

Howard  Creek _  Greenbrier. 

Meadow  Creek .  Summers  and  Fayetto. 

Piney  Creek _  Raleigh. 

Upper  Mud  River..  . . Lincoln  and  Boone. 

North  Fork  Hughes  River _ ...  Ritchie  and  Doddridge. 

Brush  Creek _ ......  Mercer. 

Mud  River . . . . . . -  Cabell,  Putnam,  Lincoln,  and  Boone. 

Arbuckle  Creek . . . Fayette. 

Poud  Run . . . Wood. 
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Wisconsin 

State  Conservationist,  Madison,  Wls. 
53711. 

St.  Croix  and  Dumu 

Sauk. 

Tri-Creek  . 

Otter  Creek. . 

Iowa. 

Richland  and  Sauk; 

Blackhawk  Kickapoo . 

Brilllon _ _ 

Crawford  and  Vernon; 

Calumet  and  Manitowoc; 

Fond  du  Lac  and  Winnebago; 

.  Richland  and  Vernon. 

Butternut  flood  control,  Pri-Ru-Ta 
project  (R.C.  &  D.). 
Hemlock-Murphy  fiowage,  Pri-Ru- 
TA  vpro]ect)(R.C.S.D.). 

Ashland. 

Rusk. 

Wyoming 


Slate  Conservationist,  PX>.  Bos  3440,  None. 
Casper,  Wyo.  82801. 


[FB  Doc.74-19600  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


Gary  L.  W id  man. 

General  Counsel. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Notice  of  Availability 

Environmental  Impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  August  19  through  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1974.  The  date  of  receipt  for 
each  statement  is  noted  In  the  statement 
summary.  Under  Council  Guidelines  the 
minimum  period  for  public  review  and 
comment  on  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  is  forty-five  (45)  days  irom 
this  Federal  Register  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability.  (October  14,  1974).  The  thirty 
(30)  day  period  for  each  final  statement 
begins  on  the  day  the  statement  is  made 
available  to  the  Council  and  to  com¬ 
menting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able,  at  cost,  from  the  Environmental 
Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  op  Agriculture 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  TBChirley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  D.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  831-E,  Administration 
Building,  Washington,  D.O.  80250  (202)  447- 
3965. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Replacement  of  Prairie  Portage  Dam,  Su¬ 
perior  N.F.,  Lake  County,  Minnesota,  August 
22:  The  project  Involves  the  replacement  of 
a  cofferdam  with  a  permanent  structure  ( 120 
feet  X  14  feet)  at  the  outlet  of  Sucker  Lake 
in  the  Boundary  Waters  Canoe  Area  of  the 
Superior  National  Forest,  Lake  County.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  are  the  loss  of  some  vegeta¬ 
tion,  slight  air  and  noise  pollution  during 
construction,  and  inconveniences  related  to 
construction.  (65  pages.)  (ELR  Order  No. 
41329.) 

Ward-Eagle  Planning  Unit,  Ldo  N.F.,  Min¬ 
eral  County,  Montana,  August  19:  The  ac¬ 
tion  Is  the  Implementation  of  a  more  In¬ 
tensive  Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the  Ward- 
Eagle  Planning  Unit,  Lolo  N.F.  The  action 
affects  51,770  acres  of  land.  The  planning 
unit  Is  subdivided  Into  nine  management 
units.  The  plan  prescribes  that  a  major  por¬ 


tion,  7,480  acres  of  the  8,960  acre  Inventoried 
roadless  area,  be  managed  for  dispersed  out¬ 
door  recreation  with  the  remaining  to  be 
managed  for  various  combinations  for  rec¬ 
reation,  esthetics,  fisheries,  timber,  wildlife, 
watershed,  and  minerals.  Adverse  Impacts  In¬ 
clude:  alteration  of  landscape;  disturbance  of 
soil,  water,  vegetation,  and  wildlife  values; 
and.  the  reduction  of  585,000  board  feet  of 
lumber  per  yr.  from  the  timber  available  for 
harvest.  (ELR  Order  No.  41311.) 

Chauga  Unit  Plan.  Sumter,  N.  F.,  Oconee 
County,  South  Carolina,  August  20:  The 
statement  discusses  the  proposed  manage¬ 
ment  plan  for  Chauga  Unit,  Sumter  National 
Forest,  located  in  Oconee  County,  South 
Carolina.  The  unit  contains  40,200  acres  of 
National  Forest  land.  Adverse  Impacts  will 
be  to  wildlife,  water  quality,  soils,  vegetative 
cover,  and  aesthetics  due  to  timber  harvest, 
road  and  trail  construction,  recreational  use, 
and  motor  vehicles  (60  pages).  (ELR  Order 
No.  41320.) 

Final 

Libby  Face  Planning  Unit,  Kootenai  N.  F„ 
Montana,  August  19:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  multiple  use  plan  for  the  67,356  acre 
Libby  Face  Planning  Unit  of  the  Kootenai 
National  Forest.  Under  the  plan  there  will 
be  recreational  use,  timber  harvesting  and 
road  construction,  and  enhancement  of  big 
game  wildlife  habitat.  Adverse  Impact  will 
Include  soil  disturbance,  erosion,  and  fish 
habitat  degradation  (85  pages).  Comments 
made  by:  EPA,  USD  A  DOI,  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41312.) 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft 

Norman-Polk  Watershed,  Norman  and  Polk 
Counties,  Minnesota,  August  22:  The  state¬ 
ment  discusses  a  project  for  watershed  pro¬ 
tection,  flood  prevention,  and  drainage  In 
Norman  and  Polk  Counties.  The  plan  In¬ 
cludes  land  treatment  and  structural  meas¬ 
ures  consisting  of  28  miles  of  channel  work 
and  6  grade  stabilization  structures.  Adverse 
Impacts  are  temporarily  reduced  soli  fertility, 
removal  of  252  cropland  farm  production,  in¬ 
creased  sediment  and  peak  discharge  into 
Red  River  (60  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41328.) 

Mill  Brook  Watershed  Project,  Chenango 
County,  New  York,  August  23:  The  statement 
refers  to  watershed  protection,  flood  preven¬ 
tion,  and  fish  and  wildlife  development  In 
Chenango  County.  The  project  will  consist  of 
conservation  land  treatment  measures  on 


923  acres,  one  floodwater  retarding  structure, 
one  multiple-purpose  structure,  one  public 
flah  and  wildlife  development,  and  approxi¬ 
mately  0.25  mile  of  channel  work.  Adverse 
impacts  include:  elimination  of  51  acres  of 
cropland,  118  acres  of  pasture  land,  and  19 
acres  of  forest  land;  increased  noise  and  dust 
pollution;  increase  short-term  sedimenta¬ 
tion  downstream;  elimination  of  800  feet 
of  natural  stream  channel;  elimination  of 
annual.  (ELR  Order  No.  41333.) 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Minnkota  Power  Transmission  Line,  several 
counties,  Minnesota,  August  29:  Proposed 
is  the  granting  of  an  $8,000,000  REA  loan  to 
the  Minnkota  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.  for  the 
financing  of  105  miles  of  230  kV  transmission 
line  from  the  Canadian  border  to  a  future 
substation  near  Littlefork.  Two  substations 
will  also  be  constructed.  There  will  be  some 
timber  cutting  due  to  the  project,  as  well  as 
some  construction  disruption. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  N on-Regulatory  Matters:  Mr. 
W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office  of  Assistant 
General  Manager,  E-201,  AEC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  (301)  973-4241.  For  Regulatory 
Matters:  Mr.  A  Glambuseo,  Deputy  Director 
for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  P-722,  AEC,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
(301)  973-7373. 

Final 

Idaho  Chemical  Processing  Plant.  Butte 
County,  Idaho,  August  21:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  legislative  authoriza¬ 
tion  and  appropriation  of  funds  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  an  addition 
to  the  Idaho  Chemical  Processing  Plant.  The 
new  facility  will  provide  the  capacity  for 
reprocessing  fuel  from  High  Temperature  Gas 
Reactors  (HTGR) .  Wastes  from  the  addition 
will  be  disposed  of  utilizing  existing  proce¬ 
dures  and  facilities.  Comments  made  by: 
USDA,  DOC,  HEW,  DOI.  USCG.  EPA,  and 
State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41324.) 

Fuel  Fabrication  Pilot  Plant,  Oak  Ridge 
Laboratories,  Roane  County,  Tennessee, 
August  19:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  legislative  authorization  and  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  for  a  pilot  project  which 
is  intended  to  demonstrate  the  technology 
for  refabrication  of  uranium-233  for  use  in 
high-temperature  gas-cooled  reactors 
(HTGR)  operating  on  the  thorium  fuel  cycle. 
The  plant  will  be  located  at  the  Oak  Ridge 
National  Laboratory.  Effluents  from  the  plant 
will  be  discharged  to  existing  waste  handling 
and  treatment  systems  (148  pages).  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  USDA,  DOC,  HEW,  DOI, 
DOT,  EPA,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41309.) 

Mixed  Oxide  Fuel,  Light  Water  Reactors, 
August  21:  The  generic  statement  refers  to 
the  use  of  mixed  oxide  fuel  In  light  water 
nuclear  reactors.  The  statement  analyses  as 
principle  Issues:  the  environmental  Impacts 
which  result  from  plutonium  recycle  In  the 
LWR  fuel  cycle,  and  their  acceptability  on 
a  cost-benefit-risk  analysis;  the  safety  in 
operation  when  a  portion  of  the  low  enriched 
uranium  fuel  (U02)  is  replaced  with  mixed 
fuel  (U02  +  Pu02) ;  the  adequacy  of  materials 
and  plant  protection  In  a  plutonium  recycle 
economy  (four  volumes) . 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  (202)  967-4335. 

Final 

Rule  Promulgation,  Marine  Mammal  pro¬ 
tection  Act,  August  20:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  proposed  promulgation  of  rules  and 
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Issuance  of  permits  pursuant  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972.  The  permits 
would  be  necessary  In  order  to  allow  the  tak¬ 
ing  of  marine  mammals  by  commercial  fish¬ 
ing  operations,  after  October  21,  1974.  The 
goal  of  the  Act  and  the  permit  sytsem  Is  to 
reduce  damage  to  marine  mammals.  The 
statement  indicates  that  no  significant  ad¬ 
verse  impacts  are  anticipated  as  a  result  of 
the  proposal  (200  pages) .  Comments  made 
by:  DOT,  EPA,  DSDA,  STAT,  State  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens  and  organizations. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41314.) 

Department  of  Defense,  Army  Corps 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAFN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202) 
693-7168. 

Draft 

St.  Charles  Quarry  Company,  Inc.,  Mis¬ 
souri  River,  August  19:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  issuance  of  permits  authorizing:  (1) 
the  past  modification  of  and  temporary  occu¬ 
pation  and  U6e  of  COE  Dike  No.  31.65  for 
barge  loading  operations;  (2)  the  completed 
construction  and  continued  use  of  a  piered 
conveyor  system  for  sand  unloading;  and 
(3)  past  construction  of  an  additional  800 
feet.  The  permits  would  stipulate  that  the 
St.  Charles  Quarry  Co.,  Inc.  maintain  the 
natural  drainage  of  the  downstream  slough 
into  the  Missouri  River.  Adverse  impacts  in¬ 
clude:  displacement  of  fish  and  wildlife;  po¬ 
tential  damage  from  reduction  of  upstream 
flood  protection  and,  increased  air  and  noise 
pollution  (Kansas  City  District) .  (ELR  Order 
No.  41301.) 

Deep  Drafts  Access-New  Orleans,  Baton 
Rouge  Ports,  Louisiana,  August  20:  The  rec¬ 
ommended  plan  consists  of  enlargement  of 
the  Mississippi  River  from  Baton  Rouge  to 
the  Head  of  Passes  and  Southwest  Pass  with 
training  works  in  Pass  a  Loutre  and  South 
Pass,  anchorage  areas  in  the  Port  of  New 
Orleans  and  Just  above  Head  of  Passes,  and 
a  turning  basin  at  the  upper  limits  of  the 
enlarged  channel.  Adverse  Impacts  Include: 
increased  water  turbidity;  degradation  of  wa¬ 
ter  quality;  and,  negative  Impacts  on  swamp, 
marsh,  and  bay  and  gulf  bottoms  (New 
Orleans  District).  (ELR  Order  No.  41322.) 
Final 

Fidalgo  Bay,  Anacortes,  Skagit  County, 
Washington,  August  21:  The  basic  project 
is  a  barge  channel  in  Fidalgo  Bay  at  the 
southeast  edge  of  Anacortes,  Skagit  County. 
The  project  calls  for  dredging  a  150-ft.  wide 
channel  approximately  1  mile  from  deep  wa¬ 
ter  in  Guemes  Channel  to  a  point  near  the 
western  shore  of  Fidalgo  Bay.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  Include  the  destruction  of  some  of  the 
benthic  community,  degradation  of  water 
quality,  and  navigational  interference  with 
recreational  and  sport  fisheries  (Seattle  Dis¬ 
trict)  .  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOI,  USDA, 
HUD,  DOT,  DOC,  State  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41325.) 

General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  20405,  (202) 
343-4161. 

Final 

Federal  Office  Building,  Topeka,  Shawnee 
County,  Kansas,  August  20:  Proposed  is  the 
construction  of  an  eight  story  Federal  Office 
Building,  with  a  four  story  open  parking 
structure  in  Topeka.  The  facility  will  have  a 
gross  area  of  361,000  square  feet,  and  will 
house  690  employees.  The  primary  impact  an¬ 


ticipated  is  that  of  construction  disruption 
(103  pages).  Comments  made  by:  AHP, 
USDA,  COE,  HEW.  HUD,  DOI,  DOT.  EPA, 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41317.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  (202  )  343-3891. 

Draft 

Great  Swamp  Nat.  Wildlife  Refuge,  New 
Jersey,  August  20:  A  program  is  proposed  for 
controlled  public  hunting  of  white-tailed 
deer  on  4,200  acres  of  Great  Swamp  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  New  Jersey.  The  proposed 
oonsists  of  an  initial  phase  commencing  in 
the  winter  of  1974  with  a  6-day  hunt  to  re¬ 
duce  the  deer  population  of  600  to  carrying 
capacity  of  about  250.  Future  hunts  would 
periodically  be  held  to  maintain  a  balance 
between  deer  numbers  and  refuge  habitat. 
Adverse  impacts  would  be  noise  from  fire¬ 
arms,  loss  of  crippled  deer,  potential  of  wild¬ 
life  lead  poisoning,  temporary  closure  of  the 
refuge  to  other  activities,  and  emotional  dis¬ 
tress  to  those  who  believe  that  public  hunt¬ 
ing  on  a  refuge  is  improper.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41316.) 

BUREAU  OF  OUTDOOR  RECREATION 

Draft 

Obed.  National  Wild  and  Scenic  River, 
Cumberland,  Fentress,  and  Morgan  Counties, 
Tennessee,  August  23:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  designation  of  100  miles  of  the  Obed. 
River,  Clear  Creek,  Daddys  Creek,  and  the 
Emory  River  in  Cumberland,  Fentress,  and 
Morgan  Counties  as  components  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Wild  and  Scenic  River  System.  A  cor¬ 
ridor  averaging  1,300  feet  in  width  totaling 
15,644  acres  is  proposed  for  control  by  fee 
acquisition,  assessment,  and  intergovern¬ 
mental  agreement.  Adverse  Impacts  would 
be  felt  from  the  removal  from  the  market 
of  4,364  acres  of  timber,  400  acres  of  crop¬ 
land  and  pastureland,  and  960,000  tons  of 
coal  (100  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41335.) 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Final 

BPA  Wholesale  Power  Raite  Increase,  Au¬ 
gust  19:  The  statement  refers  to  an  In¬ 
crease  in  BPA ’s  wholesale  power  rates  to  a 
level  which  is  intended  to  meet  fiscal  payout 
requirements  covering  costs  and  projected 
facilities  for  the  Federal  Columbia  River 
Power  System.  The  Increase  considered  is  in 
the  20-30  percent  range,  and  is  dated  for 
December  20,  1974.  There  will  be  an  esti¬ 
mated  2  percent  reduction  in  demand  as  a 
result  of  the  increase  in  rates,  with  a  con¬ 
comitant  avoidance  and/or  delay  in  con¬ 
struction  of  new  power  plants.  The  state¬ 
ment  discusses  impacts  upon  transportation 
and  transmission  of  electricity;  increased 
use  of  fuel  oil  and  utility  gas;  and  social 
and  economic  impacts  on  the  ultimate  con¬ 
sumers  (367  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
USDA,  DOD,  HUD,  DOI,  ABC,  EPA,  FPC, 
State  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned  citi¬ 
zens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41300.) 

Bonneville  Power  Administration  1975 
Program,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho, 
August  20 :  The  statement  refers  to  the  fiscal 
year  1975  new  additions  to  BPA’s  electric 
transmission  system.  Included  will  be  600 
miles  of  transmission  line;  8  new  substa¬ 
tions  and  related  structures;  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  12,373  miles  of  existing  transmis¬ 
sion  lines  and  related  works;  and  the  con¬ 
trol  of  vegetation  on  16,152  acres.  Impacts 
of  the  program  will  include  those  from  con¬ 
struction  activities,  right-of-way  commit¬ 
ment,  and  herbicide  u^e  in  vegetation  con¬ 
trol  (119  pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOI, 


USDA,  HUD,  EPA,  AEC,  FPC,  AHP,  COE, 
State  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41315.) 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Final 

Watertown-Sioux  City-Moville  Transmis¬ 
sion  Line,  South  Dakota  and  Iowa,  August 
20 :  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  200  miles 
of  345  kV  transmission  line  connecting 
Watertown,  Sioux  City,  and  Movllle.  Steel 
towers  of  lattice  construction  with  three 
duplex  conductors  and  two  overhead  static 
wires  are  planned.  The  line,  part  of  the 
Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program,  will  re¬ 
quire  70  acres  of  agricultural  and  pasture - 
land  for  right-of-way.  The  line  will  cross  a 
State  Game  Refuge,  and  there  will  be  some 
loss  of  bird  life  from  collisions  with  the 
structure  (104  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  AHP,  USDA,  COE,  DOC,  DOT,  EPA,  FPC, 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41318.) 

BUREAU  OF  SPORTS  FISHERIES  AND  WILDLIFE 

Final 

Horicon  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Dodge 
County,  Wisconsin,  August  20:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  purchase  of  42.86 
acres  of  land  for  addition  to  the  Refuge. 
Planned  development  will  Include  a  visitor 
information  center,  trails,  1.5  miles  of  new 
road,  a  parking  area,  and  road  rehabilitation 
(66  pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  EPA, 
DOI,  and  State  agencies  (ELR  Order  No. 
41319.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (202) 
426-4367. 

FEDERAL  aviation  administration 

Draft 

Nevada  Municipal  Airport,  Vernon  County, 
Missouri,  August  20:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  proposed  development  of  the  Nevada 
Municipal  Airport,  Vernon  County,  Missouri. 
Development  consists  of:  acquisition  of  60 
acres  of  land;  strengthening,  lengthening  and 
widening  2  runways,  and  construction  of 
parallel  taxi  ways.  There  will  be  slight  in¬ 
creases  in  air  and  noise  pollution  (54  pages) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  41321.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Rogue  River,  Rockford,  Kent  County,  Mich¬ 
igan,  August  23:  The  project  Involves  the 
construction  or  reconstruction  of  a  bridge 
and  approaches  spanning  the  Rogue  River  in 
the  city  of  Rockford,  Kent  County.  The  facil¬ 
ity  will  have  four  twelve  foot  lanes.  Adverse 
Impacts  Include,  increased  air,  noise,  and  dust 
pollution  during  construction,  possible  ero¬ 
sion  sedimentation  and  pollution  in  and  near 
the  Rogue  River,  displacement  of  wildlife, 
and  the  displacement  of  families  and  busi¬ 
nesses  (50  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41330.) 

Espanola  Bridge,  Espanola,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  New  Mexico,  August  23 :  The  project 
involves  the  construction  of  the  Espanola 
bridge  over  the  Rio  Grande  River  in  the  city 
of  Espanola.  The  proposed  construction  will 
consist  of  a  4-lane  road  and  bridge  to  relieve 
the  demand  on  the  present  crossing.  Adverse 
impacts  are  the  loss  of  some  farm  land,  some 
siltation.  Increased  noise  levels,  and  the  dis¬ 
placement  of  2  residences  and  1  business 
(12  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41338.) 

Route  111,  Moca -San  Sebastian,  Puerto 
Rico,  August  23:  The  proposed  project  in¬ 
volves  the  relocation  and  reconstruction  of 
State  Route  111  between  Moca  and  San 
Sebastian,  including  North  and  South  By- 
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passes  around  urban  San  SobMtlm,  Tor  a 
total  project  length  of  approximately  16 
kilometers.  There  will  be  Increased  air  and 
noise  pollution  In  some  areas,  and  77  families 
and  9  businesses  will  be  displaced  (66  pages) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  41336.) 

S.  H.  44,  Nueces  County,  Nueces  County, 
Texas,  August  19:  The  statement  concerns 
improvement  of  S.H.  44  from  a  4-lane  divided 
highway  with  at-grade  crossings  and  cross¬ 
overs  over  a  narrow  median  to  a  full  control 
access  freeway  with  Interchanges  and  grade 
separations  over  major  Intersecting  roads 
from  S.H.  358  in  Corpus  Christi  to  U.S.  77  In 
Pobstown.  all  In  Nueces  County.  The  total 
length  is  11.5  miles.  Adverse  Impacts  are  the 
use  of  387.69  acres  of  land,  the  displacement 
of  a  few  families,  and  air  and  noise  levels 
(135  pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41305.) 

US  84.  Nolan  County,  Texas,  August  20: 
The  statement  refers  to  the  construction  of 
US  84  In  Nolan  County  for  a  distance  of  3.3 
miles.  The  proposed  project  Is  a  four  lane 
divided  highway  on  new  location  around  the 
north  and  east  side  of  Roscoe.  Adverse  Im¬ 
pacts  are  the  loss  of  revenue  to  local  busi¬ 
nesses  from  cross-country  traffic,  the  conver¬ 
sion  of  150  acres  of  fertile  farm  land  to  public 
roadway,  and  the  severance  of  3  farm  units. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41313.) 

S.R.  167,  Meguon  Road,  Ozaukee  County, 
Wisconsin.  August  23:  The  project  Involves 
the  Improvement  of  a  3£  mile  segment  of 
Meguon  Road  (S.T.  H.  167)  In  Ozaukee 
County.  The  Improvement  would  consist  of 
widening  the  existing  22-foot  highway  carry¬ 
ing  two-way  traffic  to  a  multi-laned  road¬ 
way.  A  new  bridge  over  the  Milwaukee  River 
will  be  required.  There  will  be  increased  air 
and  noise  pollution,  and  displacement  of  7 
families  and  1  business  (138  pages).  (ELR 
Order  No.  41337.) 

Final 

US  43,  Calvert  to  Sunflower,  Mobile  and 
Washington  Counties,  Alabama,  August  22: 
The  project  Involves  the  Improvement  of  US 
43  from  Calvert  to  Sunflower  In  Mobile  and 
Washington  Counties.  The  typical  Improve¬ 
ment  consists  of  a  four-lane,  rural,  divided 
facility  having  a  total  length  of  13.08  miles. 
Adverse  impacts  are  the  conversion  of  ap¬ 
proximately  245  acres  of  rural  lands  to  high¬ 
way  right-of-way,  and  dislocation  of  1  tenant 
Individual,  15  owner  families,  7  tenant 
families,  10  owner  businesses.  3  tenant  busi¬ 
nesses  and  1  non-profit  organization  (64 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  USD  A, 
HUD,  HEW.  DOT,  DOT.  DOE,  and  DOD.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41330.) 

1-291,  Hartford  County  (Final  Supple¬ 
ment),  Connecticut,  August  19:  This  state¬ 
ment  Is  a  supplement  to  a  previously  ap¬ 
proved  Final  Impact  statement  received  by 
the  Council  on  September  20,  1972.  The  high¬ 
way  Improvement  Is  the  construction  of  the 
southwest  quadrant  of  1-291  from  Its  Inter¬ 
change  with  1-91  In  Rocky  Hill  to  Its  inter¬ 
change  with  1-84  In  Farmington.  The  8  mile 
section  passes  through  the  Towns  of  Rocky 
Hill,  Newington,  New  Britain,  and  Farming- 
ton.  Adverse  Impacts  are  the  use  of  land  and 
the  displacement  of  56  homes  and  15  busi¬ 
nesses.  A  4(f)  determination  was  necessary 
concerning  Eagle  Lantern  Village  Open 
Space  Section  and  Churchill  Park  (3  vol¬ 
umes).  (ELR  Order  No.  41307.) 

The  statement  refers  to  the  Kaplolanl  In¬ 
terchange.  Oahu.  Hawaii,  August  21:  Ramp 
located  approximately  700  fee*  east  of  the 
existing  King  Street  On-Ramp  on  I-Haw&ll- 
I.  The  purpose  of  the  project  Is  to  Improve 
the  traffic  movement  from  Central  Honolulu 
to  Eastern  Honolulu.  Project  length  Is  0.23 
mile.  There  will  be  the  negative  Impacts 
normally  associated  with  construction  (100 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  U8DA,  DOT, 


HUD.  HEW,  COE,  and  DOD.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41327.) 

Central  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Wyandotte 
County,  Kansas,  August  19:  Proposed  Is  the 
Improvement  of  Central  Avenue,  26th  Street, 
Westvlew  Drive  and  29th  Street  In  the  City 
of  Kansas  City.  Two  residences  and  one  busi¬ 
ness  will  be  displaced;  an  unspecified  amount 
of  additional  land  will  be  required  for  right- 
of-way  (58  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
USD  A,  COE,  HEW,  EPA,  USCG,  HUD.  DOT, 
and  state  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41306.) 

U.S.  36,  Brown  and  Doniphan  Counties. 
Kansas,  August  19:  The  statement  refers  to 
approximately  13.5  miles  of  highway  Im¬ 
provement  to  U.S.  36  In  Brown  and  Doni¬ 
phan  Counties.  The  project  begins  1.5  miles 
west  of  Hiawatha  and  proceeds  easterly  to 
Its  terminus  1  mile  east  of  the  Brown-Donl- 
phan  County  line.  Adverse  Impact  of  the 
project  Include  the  loss  of  some  natural 
growth  and  wildlife  cover,  and  a  slight  In¬ 
crease  In  the  noise  level.  Comments  made 
by:  HEW.  EPA,  DOI,  DOC,  USDA,  State  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41308.) 

U.S.  41A,  Hopkins  County,  Kentucky,  Au¬ 
gust  19:  Proposed  Is  the  reconstruction  of 
1.63  miles  of  U.S.  41A  to  a  four-lane  divided 
facility.  The  project  will  extend  from  Coun¬ 
try  Club  Lane  in  Madisonvllle  to  Main  St. 

In  Earlington.  Adverse  effects  tire  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  right-of-way  and  the  displacement  of 
6  families  (74  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
HEW.  EPA,  DOI,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41304.) 

SD  34,  Lake  and  Moody  Counties,  South 
Dakota.  August  19:  The  project  involves  the 
reconstruction  of  10.5  miles  of  SD  34,  from 
one  mile  south  of  Wentworth  to  the  I  29 
Interchange.  Adverse  Impact  will  include  the 
loss  of  234  acres  of  land  to  right-of-way,  the 
displacement  of  two  farmsteads,  and  In¬ 
creases  In  air  and  noise  pollution  levels  dur¬ 
ing  construction  (25  pages) .  Comments  made 
by:  USDA.  HUD,  EPA,  DOI,  and  State  agency. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41302.) 

USH  53  and  USH  8,  Barron  and  Chippewa 
Counties,  Wisconsin,  August  19:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  location  of  a 
new  USH  63  Freeway  (37.5  miles)  and  a 
new  USH  8  Expressway  (6.0  miles).  The 
projects  are  at  various  stages  of  development 
ranging  from  the  concrete  paving  stage  to 
the  location  approval  stage.  Right-of-way 
for  the  USH  53  freeway  varies  from  278  feet 
to  620  feet,  for  USH  8  from  253  feet  to  388 
feet.  To  date,  16  homes  and  3  businesses  have 
been  acquired  and  46  persons  relocated.  Tem¬ 
porary  Increases  in  air  and  noise  pollution, 
alteration  of  the  landscape,  and  possible 
erosion  and  slltatlon  will  occur  (462  pages). 
Comments  made  by :  EPA,  USDA,  DOT.  DOI, 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41303.) 

Rock  Springs  Circumferential  Rte.  (Belt 
Loop) .  Wyoming,  August  21 :  The  statement 
refers  to  the  construction  of  a  circumferen¬ 
tial  route  (Belt  Loop)  around  the  developed 
areas  lying  south  of  the  Union  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  In  Rock  Springs.  The  length  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  Is  4.1  miles.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the 
taking  of  right-of-way,  the  displacement  of 
people,  and  the  Increase  of  noise  levels 
(71  pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOT,  EPA, 
HUD,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41326.) 

TT.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Final 

Icebreaking  Activities  on  the  Great  Lakes, 
August  19:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
action  of  Coast  Guard  Icebreaker  to  keep 
navigable  waters  on  the  Great  Lakes  open 
to  commerce  during  the  winter  months  In 
order  to  minimize  seasonal  effects  on  com¬ 
merce,  Industry,  and  other  modes  of  trans¬ 
portation,  to  conduct  search  and  rescue  mis¬ 


sions,  and  to  assist  other  agencies  in  the 
prevention  of  flooding  caused  by  ice  accu¬ 
mulation.  The  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin  will  be  affected. 
The  action  may  cause  adverse  effects  on 
shoreline  and  harbor  areas,  and  to  the  local 
lifestyle  of  Islanders  and  winter  sportsmen 
(135  pages).  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  COE, 
EPA,  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41310.) 

TV  A 

Peaking  Units,  Johnsonville  Steam  Plant, 
Humphreys  County,  Tennessee,  August  23: 
Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  a  nominal 
350  MW  gas  turbine  peaking  plant  at  the 
Johnsonville  Steam  Plant.  There  will  be 
some  land  disturbance  and  construction 
disruption;  Increases  In  discharge  of  NOx 
and  802  and  particulates;  and  possible 
spillage  of  oil  Into  Kentucky  Reservoir. 

Peaking  Plant,  Gallatin  Steam  Plant, 
Sumner  County,  Tennessee,  August  23 : 
Proposed  Is  the  construction  and  operation 
of  a  nominal  300  MW  gas  turbine  peaking 
plant  at  the  Gallatin  Steam  Plant.  There 
will  be  some  land  disturbance  and  con¬ 
struction  disruption;  Increases  In  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  802  and  NOx,  and  particulates; 
and  possible  spillage  of  oil  Into  Old-Hickory 
Reservoir. 

Gary  L.  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.74-20134  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Notice  of  Availability 

Below  are  the  summaries  of  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  statements  that  were 
received  by  the  Council  during  the  week 
of  August  12-16.  The  notice  of  availa¬ 
bility  of  these  statements  was  printed  in 
last  Friday’s  (Aug.  23)  Federal  Register. 
The  forty-five  (45)  day  minimum  com¬ 
menting  period  began  on  August  23  and 
will  terminate  October  7, 1974. 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office  of  Assist¬ 
ant  General  Manager,  E-201.  AEC,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20545,  (301)  973-4241.  For  Regula¬ 
tory  Matters:  Mr.  A.  Giambusso,  Deputy 
Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of 
Licensing,  P-722,  AEC,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  (301)  972-7373.  * 

Final 

Legislation  to  amend  the  Price-Anderson 
Act,  August  12 :  The  statement  refers  to  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  which  would  amend  the 
Price-Anderson  Act  (sec.  170  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  42  USC 
2210).  The  requirement  of  the  Act  that  cer¬ 
tain  licensees  provide  financial  protection 
and  be  Indemnified  for  public  liability  claims 
arising  out  of  a  nuclear  Incident  would  be 
extended  for  10  years,  from  August  1,  1977 
to  August  1,  1987.  Other  aspects  of  the 
legislation  would  provide  a  mechanism  which 
would  result  in  the  phasing  out  of  govern¬ 
ment  Indemnity  now  provided  through  ap¬ 
propriated  funds;  and  change  the  maximum 
amount  of  liability  Insurance  required  by 
law.  Comments  made  by:  HEW.  DOT,  DOI, 
and  EPA.  (ELR  Order  No.  41285.) 

Waste  Facilities,  Oak  Ridge  National 
Laboratory,  Roane  County,  Tennessee,  Au¬ 
gust  13:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  legislative  authorization  and  appro¬ 
priation  of  funds  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  two  additional  radioactive  waste 
storage  tanks,  an  evaporator,  and  associated 
equipment  at  the  Oak  Ridge  National 
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Laboratory.  The  facilities  would  become 
operational  in  1977.  Comments  made  by: 
USD  A,  DOC,  HEW,  DOI  USCG,  EPA,  and 
State  agency.  (ELR  Order  No.  41288.) 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  Tschlrley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  331-E,  Administration 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202  )  447- 
3965. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Cholla  Project,  Arizona,  August  15:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  addition  by 
the  Arizona  Public  Service  Company  of  two 
250  MW  coal-fired  generating  units  to  the 
existing  115  MW  Cholla  Plant  near  Joseph 
City,  Arizona.  A  500  KV  transmission  line, 
approximately  211  miles  long,  from  the 
Cholla  Plant  to  the  Saguaro  Plant  near  Red 
Rock  is  planned  for  construction.  Adverse 
Impacts  Include:  the  emission  of  51.3  tons 
of  S02,  and  44.8  tons  of  NOx,  and  6.4  tons 
of  particulates  per  day;  approximated y  8,000 
acres  will  be  disturbed  at  the  McKinley  mine 
during  the  life  of  the  project;  and,  construc¬ 
tion  will  result  in  disturbance  of  soil,  vege¬ 
tation,  and  wildlife.  (ELR  Order  No.  41298.) 

Silver  leads  Planning  Unit,  Salmon  NJ, 
Lemhi  County,  Idaho,  August  15:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  25,560  acre  Sllverleads 
Planning  Unit,  Lemhi  County  in  the  Sal¬ 
mon  Nf.  The  planning  area  was  divided  into 
two  management  areas.  The  management 
areas  are  further  divided  into  smaller  seg¬ 
ments  called  management  units,  which  are 
separate  parcels  of  land  for  which  manage¬ 
ment  requirements,  protection  needs,  and 
resource  uses  are  indicated.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  will  be  to  soil,  water,  vegetation,  wild¬ 
life,  scenlcs,  livestock  grazing,  and  road¬ 
less  area  values  (86  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No. 
41295.) 

Lake  Five  Planning  Unit,  Flathead  N.F, 
Flathead  County,  Montana,  August  15:  The 
proposal  is  concerned  with  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  a  revised  multiple-use  plan  for 
74,330  acres  referred  to  as  the  Lake  Five 
Planning  Unit,  Flathead  N.F.,  Montana.  The 
planning  unit  has  been  divided  into  12  land 
areas  or  management  units.  Adverse  Impacts 
are  the  closing  of  some  roads,  potential 
water  pollution,  and  disturbance  to  wild¬ 
life.  (ELR  Order  No.  41296.)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
(none) .) 

Final 

Gold  Creek  Planning  Unit.  Lolo  N.F.,  Mis¬ 
soula  County,  Montana,  August  12:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  implemen¬ 
tation  of  a  revised  multiple  use  plan  for 
the  17,332  acre  Gold  Creek  Planning  Unit 
of  the  Lolo  National  Forest.  The  planning 
unit  is  divided  into  seven  management  units, 
which  will  be  managed  for  timber  produc¬ 
tion.  recreational  use,  wildlife  habitat,  and 
watershed  values.  A  roadless  condition  will 
be  maintained  on  4,871  acres.  Roads  and 
other  activities  will  result  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  9,248  acres  of  land  which  Is  pres¬ 
ently  roadless.  Adverse  Impact  will  in¬ 
clude  the  disturbance  of  natural  conditions 
of  soil,  water,  vegetation,  and  wildlife  (204 
pages).  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOI, 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41274.) 

North  River  Unit,  George  Washington 
NF.,  Augusta  County,  Virginia,  August  12: 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  10  year 
management  plan  for  the  North  River  Unit, 
Dry  River  and  Deerfield  Ranges  Districts, 
George  Washington  NF.  The  Unit  contains 
48,913  acres  of  National  Forest  lands  and 
4,056  acres  of  private  lands.  The  manage¬ 
ment  directive  emphasizes  watershed  protec¬ 


tion,  dispersed  recreation,  and  Improvements 
to  increase  featured  wildlife  species.  Adverse 
Impact  will  result  from  timber  harvest  and 
wildlife  habitat  developments  (134  pages). 
Comments  made  by:  EPA,  USDA,  State  agen¬ 
cies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41284.) 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft 

Bogota  Watershed,  Dyer  and  Obion  Coun¬ 
ties,  Tennessee,  August  13:  The  project  in¬ 
volves  watershed  protection  and  flood  preven¬ 
tion  in  the  Bogota  Watershed  which  en¬ 
compasses  the  drainage  area  of  Daugherty 
Creek.  Action  called  for  includes  conservation 
measures  on  6,910  acres  of  land,  and  about 
29.2  miles  of  stream  channel  work  with  ap¬ 
purtenant  measures,  construction  of  one 
grade  stabilization  structure,  and  mitigating 
measures.  Adverse  impacts  include  the  loss 
of  61  acres  of  schrubs  and  trees,  loss  of  220 
acres  of  cropland  and  10  acres  of  pasture,  and 
minor  increases  in  sediment  load  during  con¬ 
struction  (33  pages).  (ELR  Order  'To.  41287.) 

Department  of  Defense,  Armt  Corps 
Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U8.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202)  693- 
7168. 

Draft 

So.  Dade  Conveyance  Canals,  East  Coast 
Backpumplng,  Florida,  August  12:  The  pro¬ 
posals  consist  of  deepening,  modifying,  and 
realigning  existing  canal  stretches,  construc¬ 
tion  of  new  canals,  and  provisions  of  new 
Inlet  and  water  control  structures  and  pump¬ 
ing  stations  in  the  West  Palm  Beach  and 
South  Dade  County  areas.  The  construction 
and  modifications  will  provide  flood  control 
in  the  backpumped  areas  and  will  provide 
water  for  secondary  water  supply,  salinity  in¬ 
trusions  control,  and  Everglades  N.P.  Adverse 
impacts  Include:  temporarily  Increased  tur¬ 
bidity;  possible  displacement  of  people  and 
businesses;  possible  disruption  of  archaeo¬ 
logical  sites;  loss  of  wildlife  habitat;  and  In¬ 
creased  noise  and  dust  during  construction 
(Jacksonville  District).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41282.) 

Fulton  Local  Flood  Protection  Project, 
Illinois,  August  14:  The  project  consists  of 
constructing  10  miles  of  levee  designed  to 
protect  9,000+  acres  within  the  project  area 
against  a  Mississippi  River  Design  flood.  Ad¬ 
ditional  structures  would  consist  of  3  new 
railroad  bridges,  1  new  highway  bridge,  sand 
bag  closures,  outlet  structures  and  8  pump¬ 
ing  stations.  Three  ponding  areas  planned 
involve  approximately  2400  acres.  Adverse 
impacts  are  loss  of  24  acres  of  bottomland 
woods,  loss  and  disruption  of  the  benthic 
community,  slltatlon  In  the  ponding  areas, 
and  the  draining  of  current  wetland  habitat 
for  agriculture  (Rock  Island  District) .  (ELR 
Order  No.  41290.) 

Marina  Facilities,  James  River,  James  City 
County,  Virginia,  August  12:  Busch  Proper¬ 
ties,  Inc.  is  presently  developing  s  2,900-acre 
residential  community  known  as  Kingsmall. 
A  portion  of  the  development  will  affect 
navigable  waters  of  the  James  River.  This 
work  includes  the  construction  of  a  100-slip 
marina  with  an  84-foot  wide  breakwater, 
dredging  86,000  cu.  yds.  of  bottom  sediments 
from  the  James  River,  and  the  construction 
of  a  channel  from  the  dam  site  to  the  James 
River  to  allow  passage  of  lake  overflow.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  Include  destruction  and  dis¬ 
placement  of  benthic  and  terrestrial  orga¬ 
nisms,  conversion  of  8  acres  of  wetlands  to 
a  terrestrial  habitat,  and  alterations  in  near 
shore  current  patterns  and  water  flow  (Nor¬ 
folk  District) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41278.) 


General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  K.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20405,  (202) 
343-4161. 

Final 

Federal  Office  Building,  Williamsport, 
Lycoming  County,  Pennsylvania,  August 
14:  The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed 
construction  of  a  four  story,  74,000  gross 
square  foot  federal  office  building  and  court¬ 
house  in  Williamsport.  There  will  be  provi¬ 
sion  for  35  parking  spaces.  Site  selection  and 
design  concepts  have  been  completed.  There 
will  be  adverse  impact  from  demolition  and 
construction  activities  (86  pages) .  Comments 
made  by:  EPA,  HUD,  USDA,  DOI,  HEW,  State 
and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41289.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D  C 
20240,  (202)  343-3891. 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Final 

King  Range  National  Conservation  Area 
Mendocino  and  Humboldt  Counties,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  August  15:  Proposed  Is  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  64,000  King  Range  National  Con¬ 
servation  Area.  Included  Is  the  designation 
of  Area  boundaries,  a  multiple  use  plan,  a 
mr  .agement  program,  and  regulations  to 
govern  mining  In  the  Area.  The  proposal  will 
result  in  the  construction  of  37  miles  of  new 
roads  and  the  reconstruction  of  30  miles  of 
existing  road;  the  reseeding  of  1200  acres  of 
eroding  soils;  and  the  reforestation  of  2600 
acres.  Recreation  use  will  Increase  by  over 
100  percent,  leading  to  adverse  Impacts  on 
wildlife  and  primitive  recreation  values. 
There  will  be  restrictions  placed  on  mineral 
exploration  (94  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
USDA,  COE,  EPA,  DOI,  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41297.) 

bureau  or  outdoor  recreation 

Final 

Clbolo  Creek  Project,  Wilson  County, 
Texas,  August  14:  The  project  involves  the 
construction  of  an  earthfill  dam  on  Clbolo 
Creek  in  Wilson  County,  Texas.  The  project 
would  provide  municipal  and  Industrial 
water  supply  plus  flood  control,  fish  and  wild¬ 
life,  and  recreation  benefits.  Adverse  impacts 
Include  relocation  of  75  families;  relocation 
of  powerlines,  roads,  and  Irrigation  facilities; 
require  plugging  of  oil  and  gas  wells;  involve 
removal  or  loss  of  archeological  resources; 
and,  eliminate  24  miles  of  fish  habitat  In 
Clbolo  Creek,  and  10,000  acres  of  wildlife 
habitat  (184  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  USDA,  COE.  DOC,  HEW,  HUD,  DOT, 
EPA,  FPC,  State  agencies,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41291.) 

State  Department 

Contact:  Mr.  Christian  Herter,  Jr.,  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Environmental 
Affairs,  Room  7819,  Washington,  D.C.  (202) 
632-7964. 

Draft 

Convention  for  the  Conservation  of  Ant¬ 
arctic  Seals,  August  12:  At  an  lnter-govem- 
mental  conference  convened  in  London,  3-11 
February  1972,  the  "Convention  for  the  Con¬ 
servation  of  Antarctic  Seals"  was  drafted  for 
signature  by  the  representatives  of  12  na¬ 
tions.  The  general  outline  of  this  Conven¬ 
tion  provides:  that  the  seas  south  of  60 
degrees  so.  latitude  comprise  the  Convention 
area;  and,  an  annex  specifying  regulatory 
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measures  such  as  (1)  permissible  catch,  (2) 
protected  and  unprotected  species,  (3)  open 
and  closed  seasons  as  well  as  open  and 
closed  areas,  (4)  limits  relating  to  sex,  size 
or  age,  (6)  types  and  specifications  of  gear 
to  be  used,  (6)  the  collection  of  statistics 
and  biological  records  (ELR  Order  No.  41277.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400  7th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590  (  202) 
426—4357. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Sac  City  Municipal  Airport*  Sac  County, 
Iowa,  August  15:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  development  of  the  Sac  City  Airport,  Sac 
City,  Iowa.  Included  in  the  development  are 
acquisilton  of  land,  runway  lighting  and 
marking,  and  the  expansion  of  runway  18  36. 
There  will  be  slight  increases  In  air  and  noise 
pollution.  (ELR  Order  No.  41294.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

1-70,  De  Beque-Grand,  Valley,  Mesa  and 
Garfield  Counties,  Colorado,  August  15:  The 
project  involves  the  construction  of  a  37 
mile  segment  of  1-70  located  in  both  Garfield 
and  Mesa  Counties  in  west  central  Colorado. 
Adverse  Impacts  Include  acquisition  of  820 
acres  of  land  for  right-of-way,  temporary 
degradation  of  water  quality,  increased  dust, 
noise  and  congestion  during  construction, 
and  the  displacement  of  several  families  and 
businesses  (120  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41292.) 

Covington  By-Pass.  St.  Tammany  Parish, 
Louisiana,  August  12:  The  project  involves 
the  proposed  construction  of  the  southerly 
two  lanes  of  a  future  four  lane  divided  high¬ 
way.  The  new  facility  will  be  an  eastward 
extension  of  the  Route  LA-US  190  Bypass 
north  of  the  city  of  Covington.  The  length 
of  the  project  is  approximately  2.94  miles  (52 
pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41283.) 

Wellsville  Arterial,  Allegany  County,  New 
York,  August  12:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  construction  of  a  segment  of  highway  in 
the  Village  of  Wellsville  in  Allegany  County 
between  the  SE  junction  and  the  northwest 
junction  of  Rtes.  17  and  19.  The  project  is 
about  1.6  miles  In  length,  and  is  located 
along  the  Genesee  River,  by-passing  the 
main  business  section  and  residential  areas. 
Adverse  Impacts  are  slightly  Increased  air, 
water  and  noise  pollution  in  some  areas,  the 
use  of  land  for  additional  right-of-way,  and 
construction  impacts  normally  associated 
with  construction.  A  4(f)  determination  will 
be  necessary  concerning  Tullar  Field  and 
Island  Park  (70  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41276. 

STH  131,  Viola-LaFarge  Road.  Richland  and 
Vernon  Counties,  Wisconsin,  August  15:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  construction  of  STH 
131  between  the  villages  of  Viola  in  Richland 
County,  and  LaFarge  in  Vernon  County.  The 
reconstruction  of  6.6  miles  of  STH  131  will 
be  along  its  existing  right-of-way  with  some 
areas  of  correction.  The  Klckapoo  River 
Bridge  will  be  replaced.  Adverse  Impacts  are 
acquisition  of  44  acres  of  land,  temporary 
increases  in  noise,  air  and  water  pollution, 
and  inconveniences  normally  associated  with 
construction  (42  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41293.) 

STH  19,  Dodge  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Wis¬ 
consin,  August  16:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  proposed  construction  of  8TH  19  in 
Dodge  and  Jefferson  Counties  in  south  cen¬ 
tral  Wisconsin.  The  length  of  the  project 
is  7.3  miles  and  is  located  between  Water¬ 
loo  and  Hqbbleton.  Adverse  lmpaots  are  the 


conversion  of  67  acres  of  land  to  highway 
purposes,  increases  in  noise  and  dust  during 
construction,  loss  of  wildlife  and  associated 
habitat,  and  the  displacement  of  1  family 
and  1  business.  A  4  (f )  determination  is  nec¬ 
essary  concerning  the  use  of  public  lands  that 
are  part  of  a  public  hunting  and  fishing  area 
belonging  to  the  Wisconsin  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  (73  pages) .  (ELR  Order 
No.  41299). 

Final 

Route  142,  Menard  and  Sangamon  Count¬ 
ies,  Illinois,  August  12:  The  proposed  project 
consists  of  improvement  to  9.7  miles  of  F.A. 
Route  142  in  Menard  and  Sangamon  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  project  involves  the  widening  and 
resurfacing  of  5.5  miles  of  highway,  and  the 
relocation  of  4.2  miles  of  highway.  Adverse 
impacts  are  the  use  of  approximately  43.8 
acres  of  land  for  expanded  right-of-way, 
some  soil  erosion  and  sedimentation,  and 
increased  noise  levels  and  dust  emissions 
associated  with  construction  (72  pages). 
Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOI,  State  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41279.) 

US  45,  Graves  and  McCracken  Counties, 
Kentucky,  August  12:  Proposed  is  the  con¬ 
struction  of  16.44  miles  of  US  45.  The  six  lane 
facility  will  require  800  acres  of  right-of-way. 
Four  families  and  1  business  will  be  displaced 
by  the  project.  Adverse  impact  will  Include 
the  loss  of  wildlife  habitat,  and  increases  in 
erosion  and  sedimentation,  and  air  and  noise 
pollution  (120  pages).  Comments  made  by: 
HEW,  DOI.  HUD,  EPA,  DOC,  TVA,  COE,  and 
State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41275.) 

US  380  and  UUS  70,  New  Mexico,  August  12 : 
Mexico,  August  12:  The  proposed  project  Is 
the  improvement  of  US  Highway  380  and  70 
for  1.4  miles.  The  proposal  is  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  four  driving  lanes  and  a  continuous 
left-turn  lane.  Six  businesses  will  be  dis¬ 
placed  and  others  damaged  by  loss  of  part  of 
their  building  areas  or  signs.  There  will  be 
a  loss  of  some  trees;  air  and  noise  pollution 
levels  will  increase  (63  pages).  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  COE,  EPA,  HEW,  and  con¬ 
cerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  41281.) 

SR  300,  Upshur  County,  Texas,  August  12: 
The  project  involves  the  construction  of  S.H. 
300  for  a  length  of  11.6  miles  of  which  5  miles 
is  on  new  location.  The  two  lane  facility  will 
extend  from  the  Gregg  County  line  at  Seven 
Pines  northwest  to  U.S.  271  in  Gilmer.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  Include,  displacement  of  four 
families  and  four  businesses,  loss  of  produc¬ 
tion  of  275  acres  of  agricultural  and  timber 
land,  and  minor  silting  of  streams  (51 
pages) .  Comments  made  by:  HEW,  COE,  DOI, 
USDA,  EPA,  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41280.) 

Veterans  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Arthur  W.  Farmer,  Assistant 
Chief,  Medical  Director  for  Administration 
and  Facilities,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20420. 

Draft 

Added  Parking  Facilities,  VA.  Hosp.,  Iowa 
City,  August  12:  The  project  will  provide  a 
parking  structure  for  about  300  automobiles 
on  the  existing  VA  Hospital  site,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa  with  structural  capacity  for  a  future 
200  automobiles.  There  will  be  demolition  of 
about  24  existing  parking  spaces,  producing 
a  net  gain  of  476  spaces.  Adverse  impacts  are 
increased  concentration  of  air  pollutants, 
increased  utilization  of  land  and  reduction  of 
open  space,  and  general  construction  disrup¬ 
tion  (16  pages) .  (ELR  Order  No.  41286.) 

t  Gary  L.  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 
[FR  Doc.74-20133  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting  on  Export  of  U.S. 
Technology 

A  special  advisory  committee  to  the 
Defense  Science  Board  on  “Export  of  U.S. 
Technology;  Implications  to  U.S.  De¬ 
fense”  will  meet  in  closed  session  on  5 
September  1974  in  the  Pentagon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long  range  guidance  in  these  areas  to  the 
Department  of  Defense.  The  special  ad¬ 
visory  committee  will  provide  an  assess¬ 
ment  of  the  implications  to  U.S.  defense 
of  current  and  impending  exports  of  U.S. 
technology  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  deter¬ 
mination  of  Defense  policy. 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463,  sec¬ 
tion  10,  paragraph  (d) ,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  Defense  Science  Board  meet¬ 
ings  concern  matters  listed  in  section 
552(b)  of  title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  particularly  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  such  meetings  to  be  closed  insofar 
as  the  requirements  of  subsections 
(a)  (1)  and  (a)  (3)  of  section  10,  Pub.  L. 
92-463  are  concerned. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller)  . 

August  26, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20118  Filed  8-29-74;8.45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division 

ACTION  TO  ENJOIN  DISCHARGE  OF 
POLLUTANTS 

Proposed  Consent  Judgment 
In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  38  PR  19020,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  August  20,  1974, 
a  proposed  consent  decree  in  United 
States  v.  City  of  Kansas  City,  Kansas, 
was  lodged  with  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  for  the  District  of  Kansas. 
The  proposed  decree  requires  the  City  of 
Kansas  City  to  construct  several  sewage 
collection  and  treatment  projects  to 
abate  the  discharges  of  raw  or  partially 
treated  sewage  into  the  Kansas  and 
Missouri  Rivers. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
on  or  before  September  30,  1974  written 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed  judg¬ 
ment.  Comments  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Assistant  Attorney  General  for  the 
Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530,  and  refer  to  United  States  v.  City 
of  Kansas  City,  Kansas,  D.  J.  Ref.  90-5- 
1-1-275. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  Region  VII  Office  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1735 
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Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  Missouri;  the 
Clerk  of  the  District  Court,  District  of 
Kansas,  Kansas  City,  Kansas;  and  the 
Pollution  Control  Section,  Land  and  Na¬ 
tural  Resources  Division,  Department  of 
Justice,  Room  2623,  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  Building,  Ninth  Street  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  Northwest,  Washington, 
D.C.  A  copy  of  the  proposed  con¬ 
sent  judgment  may  be  obtained  in  per¬ 
son  or  by  mail  from  the  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Section.  In  requesting  a  copy,  please 
enclose  a  check  in  the  amount  of  $2.10 
(10  cents  per  page  reproduction  charge) 
payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States. 

Wallace  H.  Johnson, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division. 

IFR  Doc.74-20108  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ARIZONA 

BOUNDAY  CONE— MCHEFFY  BUTTE  UNIT 
Reservation  of  Forage 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1934  (48  Stat.  1269;  43  U.S.C. 
315,  315A-315R)  as  amended,  and  sup- 
plemented,  and  pursuant  to  43  CPR 
4111.3-l(b)  and  as  recommended  by  the 
Phoenix  Grazing  District  Advisory  Board 
in  regular  session  October  10,  1972,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

All  available  animal  unit  months  of 
forage  on  the  following  listed  national  re¬ 
source  lands  hereby  named,  and  to  be 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Boundary 
Cone — McHeffy  Butte  Unit,  be  reserved 
for  use  by  wildlife  on  a  yearlong  basis. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Base  Meridian 

T.  17  N..  R.  20  W., 

Secs.  1  through  16,  inclusive : 

Sec.  17,  NV4.  SE14.  N^NE%SW%; 

Secs.  18  through  28,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  30; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  through  4,  SE>4,  E)'aWya; 
Secs.  82  through  36,  inclusive. 

T.  17  N.,  R.  21  W., 

Secs.  1  through  4,  inclusive; 

Sec.  S.  lots  1  through  4,  Sy>NE(4,  SE'/4 
NWV4,  EVfeSWtt,  se*4; 

Secs.  8  through  16,  inclusive; 

Secs.  22  through  27,  Inclusive; 

Secs.  35,  36. 

T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W„ 

Sec.  2,  8)4; 

Sec.  3,  8)4,  Sy,N)4,  excepting  Fat.  Mining 
Claim; 

Sec.  4,  all  excepting  Pat.  Mining  Claim; 
Sec.  5,  all  excepting  Pat.  Mining  Claim; 
Secs.  6  and  8; 

Secs.  9,  10,  all  except  Pat.  Mining  Claim; 
Secs.  11  through  36,  Inclusive. 

T.  18  N.,  R.  21  W., 

Seas.  1  through  4,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  6; 

Sec.  7,  B y2; 

Secs.  8  through  17,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  18.  B)4; 

Sec.  19.  NE%,  E»/2SE»4; 

Secs.  20  through  29,  inclusive; 

Secs.  33  through  36,  Inclusive. 

TTie  area  described  aggregates  ap¬ 
proximately  73,380  acres  of  national  re¬ 
source  lands  in  Mohave  County. 


The  national  resource  land  is  Inside 
the  former  Arizona  Grazing  District  No. 

2  established  under  Sec.  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  28,  1934  and  administered  under 
Sec.  3  of  the  same  Act. 

Arizona  Grazing  Districts  No.  2  (King- 
man)  and  No.  3  (Maricopa)  were  com¬ 
bined  in  1966  to  form  the  present  Ari¬ 
zona  Grazing  District  No.  2  (Phoenix) . 

The  national  resource  land  within  this 
area  is  outside  the  service  areas  of  any 
recognized  Class  I  or  Class  II  base  waters. 

No  livestock  operation  presently  exists 
within  the  boundary  of  the  described 
lands. 

The  unit  qualifies  as  Ephemeral  Range 
as  to  the  physical  criteria  specified  in  the 
Ephemeral  Range  Special  Rule  of  De¬ 
cember  6,  1968. 

This  area  is  within  the  habitat  of  resi¬ 
dent  wildlife  species  (Desert  mule  deer 
and  Desert  bighorn  sheep). 

The  area  is  within  the  range  of  resi¬ 
dent  bands  of  wild  and  free  roaming 
burros. 

The  reservation  made  by  this  order 
does  not  change  the  status  of  the  affected 
lands  other  than  to  reserve  all  available 
forage  for  wildlife.  This  order  is  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-195  (16 
UJ3.C.  1331-1340). 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  wildlife  forage  reservation 
to  the  District  Manager,  Phoenix  District, 
Arizona,  on  or  before  September  30, 
1974.  If  no  adverse  comments  or  ob¬ 
jections  are  received  in  the  time  allowed, 
this  order  will  become  final  without  fur¬ 
ther  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  August  23,  1974~ 

*  Gut  E.  Baier, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.74-20101  Filed  8-29-74;8;45  am] 


BOISE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Tour 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.  Boise  District  Ad¬ 
visory  Board,  will  tour  the  Battle  Creek 
and  Castle  Creek  Allotments  south  of 
Grand  View,  Idaho,  on  September  24  and 
25,  1974.  The  tour  will  commence  Sep¬ 
tember  24  at  7 : 30  aun.  at  the  BLM  Boise 
District  Office,  230  Collins  Road,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

The  agenda  for  the  tour  includes  dis¬ 
cussion  of  grazing  problems  in  the  Battle 
Creek  and  Castle  Creek  Allotments. 

The  tour  is  open  to  the  public,  but 
interested  persons  must  provide  their 
own  transportation,  food  and  lodging. 
Those  wishing  to  attend  the  tour  should 
contact  the  District  Manager  at  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  230  Collins 
Road,  Boise,  Idaho  83702,  prior  to  Sep¬ 
tember  24  for  information  regarding  the 
tour  route  and  schedule. 

Those  wishing  to  make  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  concerning  agenda  items  must  so 
inform  the  Advisory  Board  Chairman  in 
writing  prior  to  September  24.  Written 
statements  will  be  accepted,  but  must 
also  be  submitted  to  the  Advisory  Board 


Chairman  prior  to  September  24.  State¬ 
ments  should  be  mailed  to  Chairman, 
Boise  District  Advisory  Board,  c/o  Dis¬ 
trict  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  230  Collins  Road,  Boise,  Idaho 
83702. 

William  L.  Mathews, 

State  Director. 

August  21, 1974. 

IFR  Doc.74-20115  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

BURLEY  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  for  Burley  Grazing  District 
No.  2  will  hold  Its  annual  tour  on  Friday, 
September  27,  leaving  the  Burley  District 
Office  Building,  200  South  Oakley  High¬ 
way,  Burley,  Idaho,  at  8:30  a.m.  and  re¬ 
turning  to  Burley  about  4:30  p.m. 

This  year’s  tour  will  be  held  in  Cassia 
and  Oneida  Counties  and  will  visit  sev¬ 
eral  areas  of  current  interest  and:  (1) 
look  at  drought;  conditions  in  the  Malad 
and  Raft  River  Resource  Areas  and  re¬ 
ceive  recommendations  on  fall  and  spring 
grazing  use;  (2)  review  the  Marchant 
and  Goose  Creek  allotments  of  the  Goose 
Creek  Unit  for  recommendations  to  be 
made  at  the  regular  Advisory  Board 
meeting  on  the  Marchant  use;  (3)  re¬ 
port  on  the  livestock  tagging  program  in 
the  Curlew  Allotment;  (4)  report  prog¬ 
ress  on  Unit  Resource  Analysis  and  pub¬ 
lic  participation  plan  of  Malad  Manage¬ 
ment  Framework  Plan;  and  (5)  discuss 
recommendations  on  transfers  of  graz¬ 
ing  qualifications. 

Interested  members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  take  part  in  the  tour  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  furnish  their  own  transpor¬ 
tation  and  lunch.  Written  and  oral  state¬ 
ments  are  welcome. 

Written  statements  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  advisory  board  chairman, 
Mr.  Milton  T.  Jones,  c/o  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  489,  Burley,  Idaho  83318. 

Jerrt  K.  Ostrom, 
Acting  District  Manager. 

August  21, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20116  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFF 
LOUISIANA 

OH  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  No.  36 

Bid  Submission  Procedures 

1.  Pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  (67  Stat. 
462;  43  U.S.C.  Sec.  1331-1343)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  (43  CFR 
Part  3300),  sealed  bids  mailed  to  the 
Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  Outer  Conti¬ 
nental  Shelf  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  The  Plaza  Tower,  Suite  3200, 
1001  Howard  Avenue,  New  Orleans,  Loui¬ 
siana  70113  must  be  received  by  9:30 
ajn.,  c.s.t.,  on  October  1,  1974,  for  the 
lease  of  oil  and  gas  in  tracts  described 
in  paragraph  14  herein,  In  areas  of  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  170 — FRIDAY,  AUGUST  30,  1974 


NOTICES 


31671 


Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  adjacent 
to  the  State  of  Louisiana.  Bids  delivered 
in  person  to  the  Manager  will  be  re¬ 
ceived  at  his  office  at  the  above  address 
through  4:15  p.m.,  cjs.t.,  September  30, 
1974;  on  October  1,  1974,  bids  may  be 
delivered  in  person  to  the  Manager  only 
at  the  Presidential  Salon,  Braniff  Place, 
1500  Canal  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana  70112  between  8:30  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  and 
9:30  a.m.,  cjs.t.  Bids  received  by  the  Man¬ 
ager  after  9:30  a.m.,  on  that  date  will 
be  returned  to  the  bidders  unopened. 
Bids  may  not  be  modified  or  withdrawn 
unless  written  modification  or  withdraw¬ 
al  is  received  by  the  Manager  by  9:30 
a.m.,  October  1,  1974.  All  bids  must  be 
submitted  and  will  be  considered  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  regulations,  in¬ 
cluding  43  CFR  3302.1,  3302.4  and  3302.5. 

Form  of  Bid 

2.  A  separate  bid  in  a  separate  en¬ 
velope  must  be  submitted  for  each  tract. 
The  envelope  should  be  labeled  “Sealed 
Bid  for  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  (insert  num¬ 
ber  of  tract),  not  to  be  opened  until 
10  a.m.,  cs.t.,  October  1,  1974.”  Sug¬ 
gested  forms  of  bid  are  set  out  in  para¬ 
graph  16.  Bidders  must  submit  with  each 
bid,  one-fifth  of  the  cash  bonus  in  cash 
or  by  cashier’s  check,  bank  draft,  certi¬ 
fied  check,  or  money  order,  payable  to 
the  order  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement.  Oil  payment,  overriding  royal¬ 
ty,  logarithmic  or  sliding  scale  bids  may 
not  be  submitted.  No  bid  for  less  than  a 
full  tract  as  listed  in  paragraph  14  will 
be  considered.  Bidders  are  warned 
against  violation  of  section  1860  in  Title 
18  U.S.C.  prohibiting  unlawful  combi¬ 
nation  or  intimidation  of  bidders. 

3.  Bids  on  Tracts  36-25,  36-30,  36-44, 
36-80,  36-103,  36-145,  36-195,  36-210,  36- 
239  and  36-292  must  be  submitted  on  a 
royalty  bid  basis  with  a  fixed  cash  bonus 
of  $25  per  acre.  Leases  which  may  be 
awarded  on  a  royalty  bid  basis  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  yearly  rental  or  minimum  roy¬ 
alty  of  $3  per  acre  or  fraction  thereof. 
All  royalty  bids  must  be  expressed  in  a 
percent  to  a  maximum  of  five  decimal 
places.  Companies  submitting  joint  bids 
must  express  on  the  bid  form  the  propor¬ 
tionate  interest  of  each  company  partic¬ 
ipating  in  that  joint  bid  in  a  percent  to 
a  maximum  of  five  demical  places.  A  sug¬ 
gested  rayalty  bid  form  is  shown  in  para¬ 
graph  16(a). 

4.  Bids  submitted  on  the  remaining 
tracts  to  be  offered  at  this  sale  must  be 
on  a  cash  bonus  bid  basis  with  a  fixed 
royalty  of  16%  percent.  Leases  which 
may  be  issued  will  provide  for  a  yearly 
rental  or  minimum  royalty  of  $3  per  acre 
or  fraction  thereof.  Companies  submit¬ 
ting  joint  bids  must  express  on  the  bid 
form  the  proportionate  interest  of  each 
company  participating  in  that  joint  bid 
in  a  percent  to  a  maximum  of  five  deci¬ 
mal  places.  A  suggested  cash  bonus  bid 
form  is  shown  in  paragraph  16(b). 

5.  Each  bidder  must  have  submitted 
by  9:30  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  October  1,  1974,  the 
certification  required  by  41  CFR  60- 
1.7(b)  and  Executive  Order  No.  11246 
of  September  24,  1965,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  No.  11375,  on  the  Com¬ 


pliance  Report  Certification  Form,  Form 
1140-8  (November  1973)  and  the  Affirm¬ 
ative  Action  Program  Representation 
Form,  Form  1140-7  (December  1971). 

6.  Tracts  being  offered  for  lease  may 
be  located  on  the  following  official  leasing 
maps: 

(1)  Louisiana  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Official  Leasing  Maps — Set  of  26.  These 
maps  may  be  purchased  for  $15.00  per 
set. 

(2)  Official  Leasing  Maps  Garden 
Banks  NG-15-2;  New  Orleans  NH-15-12; 
New  Orleans  South  No.  1  NG-15-3;  Mo¬ 
bile  South  No.  1  NH-16-7  and  Mobile 
South  No.  2  NH-16-10.  These  maps  may 
be  purchased  for  $2.00  each. 

The  maps  and  copies  of  Form  1140-8 
(November  1973)  and  Form  1140-7 
(December  1971)  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  Outer  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  Office  at  the  above  address. 

Bid  Opening 

7.  Bids  will  be  opened  on  October  1, 
1974,  at  10  a.m.,  c.s.t.,  in  the  Presidential 
Salon,  Braniff  Place  at  the  above  address. 
The  opening  of  bids  is  for  the  sole  pur¬ 
pose  of  publicly  announcing  and  record¬ 
ing  bids  received  and  no  bids  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  or  rejected  at  that  time.  If  the 
Department  is  prohibited  for  any  reason 
from  opening  any  bid  before  midnight, 
October  1, 1974,  that  bid  will  be  returned 
unopened  to  the  bidder  as  soon  thereafter 
as  possible. 

8.  Any  cash,  checks,  drafts,  or  money 
orders  submitted  with  the  bids  may  be 
deposited  in  an  unearned  escrow  account 
in  the  Treasury  during  the  period  the 
bids  are  being  considered.  Such  a  deposit 
does  not  constitute  and  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  acceptance  of  any  bids  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  United  States. 

Acceptance  or  Rejection  of  Bids 

9.  No  bid  for  any  tract  will  be  accepted 
and  no  lease  for  any  tract  will  be  awarded 
to  any  bidder  unless:  (1)  the  bidder  has 
complied  with  all  requirements  of  this 
notice  and  applicable  regulations;  (2) 
his  bid  is  the  highest  valid  royalty 
bid  on  those  10  designated  tracts 
or  highest  valid  cash  bonus  bid  for  the 
remaining  tracts;  (3)  and  the  amount 
of  the  bid  has  been  determined  to  be  ade¬ 
quate  by  the  United  States.  No  bid  will 
be  considered  for  acceptance  unless  it 
offers  a  cash  bonus  in  the  amount  of  $25 
or  more  per  acre  or  fraction  thereof  on 
the  tracts  designated  for  cash  bonus  bid¬ 
ding  and  12.50  percent  or  more  royalty 
on  the  tracts  designated  for  royalty  bid¬ 
ding.  The  United  States  reserves  the 
right  to  reject  any  bid  submitted,  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  by  way  of  limitation,  the 
right  to  reject  any  bid  for  inadequacy 
even  though  the  cash  bonus  bid  is 
in  the  amount  of  $25  or  more  per  acre  or 
fraction  thereof  on  the  tracts  designated 
for  cash  bonus  bidding  or  12.50  percent 
royalty  or  more  on  the  tracts  designated 
for  royalty  bidding. 

Lease  Terms 

10.  Leases  Issued  as  a  result  of  this 
sale  will  be  on  Form  3300-1  (February 
1971),  as  modified,  in  accordance  with 


paragraphs  10, 11  &  12  of  this  notice,  and 
will  exclude  the  following  wording  from 
section  3(a)(1),  paragraph  3,  sentence 
2  of  Form  3300-1,  “.  .  .  and  gas  used 
for  purposes  of  production  from  and 
operations  upon  the  leased  area  or  un¬ 
avoidably  lost.  .  .  .”  Attention  is  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Equal  Opportunity  Clause 
in  section  3(h)  and  the  Certification  of 
Nonsegregated  Facilities  Clause  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(1)  of  the  lease.  Copies  of  the  lease 
form,  without  the  modifications  and  stip¬ 
ulations  to  be  included  according  to  the 
terms  of  paragraphs  10,  11  &  12  of  this 
notice  are  available  from  the  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Office. 

11.  All  leases  issued  as  result  of  this 
lease  sale  will  contain  the  following 
stipulations: 

(a)  If  the  Supervisor,  having  reason 
to  believe  that  a  site,  structure,  or  object 
of  historical  or  archaeological  signifi¬ 
cance,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “cul¬ 
tural  resource”,  may  exist  in  the  leased 
area,  shall  give  the  lessee  written  notice, 
within  one  year  from  the  effective  date 
of  this  lease,  that  the  lessor  is  invoking 
the  provisions  of  this  stipulation,  the 
lessee  shall  comply  with  the  following  re¬ 
quirement  with  respect  to  all  operations 
conducted  on  the  leased  area  after  the 
date  of  such  notice: 

Prior  to  any  drilling  activity  or  the 
construction  or  placement  of  any  struc¬ 
ture  for  exploration  or  development  on 
the  lease,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
well  drilling  and  pipeline  and  platform 
placement,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“operation”,  the  lessee  shall  conduct 
geophysical  surveys  sufficient  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  possible  existence  of  any  cul¬ 
tural  resource  that  may  be  affected  by 
such  operation.  If  these  geophysical  sur¬ 
veys  indicate  anomalies  that  suggest  the 
possible  existence  of  a  cultural  resource, 
the  lessee  shall  either:  (1)  have  a  quali¬ 
fied  marine  archaeologist  confirm  or  re¬ 
fute  the  existence  of  a  cultural  resource 
using  such  other  equipment  and  survey 
techniques  as  may  be  necessary;  or  (2) 
relocate  the  site  of  such  operation  so  as 
not  to  disturb  the  area  in  which  an 
anomaly  has  been  identified;  or  (3)  show 
how  such  operation  will  not  disturb  the 
aarea  in  which  an  anomaly  has  been 
identified. 

All  data  obtained  in  the  course  of  the 
geophysical  and  any  archaeological  sur¬ 
veys  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Super¬ 
visor  with  any  application  for  drilling  or 
other  activity.  If  the  Supervisor  deter¬ 
mines  that  there  are  indications  that  a 
possible  cultural  resource  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proposed  operation,  he  shall 
direct  the  lessee  to  utilize  the  services  of 
a  marine  archaeologist  to  survey  the 
area  unless  an  archaeological  survey  has 
been  completed. 

Upon  completion  of  any  archaeologi¬ 
cal  survey,  a  report  shall  be  forwarded 
by  the  Supervisor  to  the  Manager,  Gulf 
of  Mexico  OCS  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  for  review  and  recommen¬ 
dations.  Should  the  archaeological  sur¬ 
vey  report  indicate  that  a  cultural  re¬ 
source  may  be  affected  by  the  operation 
and  the  lessee  chooses  not  to  relocate, 
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the  lessee  shall  take  no  action  that  may 
result  in  the  disturbance  of  the  cultural 
resource  until  the  Supervisor  has  given 
directions  as  to  its  disposition. 

(b)  The  lessee  agrees  that,  if  any  site, 
structure,  or  object  of  historical  or 
archeological  significance,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “cultural  resource", 
should  be  discovered  during  the  conduct 
of  any  operations  on  the  leased  area,  he 
shall  report  immediately  such  findings 
to  the  Supervisor,  and  make  every  rea¬ 
sonable  effort  to  preserve  and  protect  the 
cultural  resource  from  damage  until  the 
Supervisor  has  given  directions  as  to  its 
disposition. 

(c)  Structures  for  drilling  or  produc¬ 
tion,  including  pipelines,  shall  be  kept  to 
the  minimum  necessary  for  proper  ex¬ 
ploration,  development,  and  production 
and,  to  the  greatest  extent  consistent 
therewith,  shall  be  placed  so  as  not  to 
interfere  with  other  significant  uses  of 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf,  including 
commercial  fishing.  To  this  end,  no  struc¬ 
ture,  for  drilling  or  production,  includ¬ 
ing  pipelines,  may  be  placed  on  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  until  the  Supervisor 
has  found  that  the  structure  is  necessary 
for  the  proper  exploration,  development, 
and  production  of  the  leased  area  and 
that  no  reasonable  alternative  placement 
would  cause  less  interference  with  other 
significant  uses  of  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf,  including  commercial  fishing.  The 
lessee’s  exploratory  and  development 
plans,  filed  under  30  CFR  250.34,  shall 
identify  the  anticipated  placement  and 
grouping  of  necessary  structures,  includ¬ 
ing  pipelines,  showing  how  such  place¬ 
ment  and  grouping  will  have  the  mini¬ 
mum  practicable  effect  on  other  signifi¬ 
cant  uses  of  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf, 
including  commercial  fishing. 

.  (d)  The  lessee  shall  have  the  pollu¬ 

tion  containment  and  removal  equip¬ 
ment  available  as  required  by  OCS  Order 
No.  7,  of  August  28,  1969,  as  may  be 
amended.  After  notification  by  the  Op¬ 
erator  to  the  Supervisor  of  a  significant 
oil  spill  as  defined  by  OCS  Order  No.  7, 
or  an  oil  spill  of  any  size  or  quantity 
which  cannot  be  immediately  controlled, 
the  operator  shall  immediately  deploy 
the  appropriate  equipment  to  the  site  of 
the  oil  spill,  unless,  because  of  weather 
and  attendant  safety  of  personnel  the 
Supervisor  shall  modify  this  requirement. 

(e)  All  reservoirs  underlying  this  lease 
which  extend  into  a  royalty  bid  lease,  as 
indicated  by  drilling  and  other  infor¬ 
mation,  shall  be  operated  and  produced 
only  under  a  unit  agreement  covering  the 
royalty  bid  lease  and  approved  by  the 
Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor.  Such  a  unit 
agreement  shall  provide  for  a  fair  and 
equitable  allocation  of  production  and 
costs.  The  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor  shall 
prescribe  the  method  of  allocating  pro¬ 
duction  and  costs  in  the  event  operators 
are  unable  to  agree  on  such  a  method. 

12.  In  addition,  leases  issued  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this  lease  sale,  for  tracts  36-25, 
36-30,  36-42,  36-80,  36-103,  36-145,  36- 
195,  36-210,  36-239  and  36-292  will  con- 


NOTICES 

tain  the  following  stipulations  concerned 
with  possible  royalty  rate  reduction  and 
terms  by  which  compulsory  unitization 
of  operations  may  be  required: 

<a)  The  royalty  rate  on  production 
saved,  removed,  or  sold  from  this  lease  is 
subject  to  consideration  for  reduction 
under  the  same  authority  that  applies 
to  all  other  oil  and  gas  leases  on  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  (30  CFR  250.12 
(e)).  The  Director,  Geological  Survey, 
may  approve  an  application  for  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  royalty  on  this  lease  only  when  it 
is  necessary  in  order  to  increase  the  ulti¬ 
mate  recovery  of  oil  and  gas  and  in  the 
interest  of  conservation.  The  Director 
may  grant  a  reduction  for  only  one  year 
at  a  time.  Reduction  of  royalty  rates  will 
not  be  approved  unless  production  has 
been  under  way  for  one  year  or  more. 
Although  the  royalty  rate  may  be  re¬ 
duced  below  12.50  percent,  it  will  not  be 
reduced  below  the  following:  a  royalty 
rate  which  will  permit  the  operator’s 
gross  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  produc¬ 
tion  less  royalty  to  exceed  the  direct  cost 
of  the  operations  on  the  lease  by  not 
more  than  12  percent.  The  direct  cost 
shall  include  only  those  costs  directly 
incurred  in  producing  and  placing  in 
marketable  condition  all  oil,  gas,  and 
liquid  hydrocarbons  from  the  lease  or 
the  portion  thereof  on  which  reduction 
is  requested.  In  any  application  for  re¬ 
duction,  the  full  burden  of  providing  the 
supporting  evidence  required  in  30  CFR 
250.12(e)  shall  be  borne  by  the  applicant. 
In  reviewing  applications  for  reduction  in 
royalty,  full  consideration  will  be  given 
to  the  relation  between  the  level  of  costs 
submitted  by  the  applicant  and  those 
that  would  be  considered  reasonable  in  a 
prudent  operation. 

(b)  All  reservoirs  underlying  this 
lease  which  extend  into  one  or  more 
other  leases,  as  indicated  by  drilling  and 
other  information,  shall  be  operated  and 
produced  only  under  a  unit  agreement 
including  the  other  lease  (s)  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor. 
Such  a  unit  agreement  shall  provide  for 
the  fair  and  equitable  allocation  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  costs.  The  Oil  and  Gas 
Supervisor  shall  prescribe  the  method  of 
allocating  production  and  costs  in  the 
event  operators  are  unable  to  agree  on 
such  a  method. 

(c)  Although  the  royalty  rate  specified 
In  section  3(a)  (1)  of  this  lease  or  as  sub¬ 
sequently  modified  in  accordance  with 
applicable  regulations  and  stipulations  is 
applicable  to  all  production  under  this 
lease,  not  more  than  16%  percent  of  the 
production  saved,  removed  or  sold  from 
the  leased  area  may  be  taken  as  royalty 
in  amount,  except  as  provided  in  section 
6(c) ;  the  difference  between  16%  per¬ 
cent  of  the  production  saved,  removed  or 
sold  from  the  lease  and  any  higher  roy¬ 
alty  rate  applicable  to  production  from 
the  lease  may  only  be  taken  in  value  of 
the  production  saved,  removed  or  sold 
from  the  leased  area. 

13.  The  successful  bidder  for  royalty 
bid  or  cash  bonus  bid  tracts  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  the  remainder  of  the  cash 
bonus  and  the  first  year’s  rental  of  $3 


per  acre  or  fraction  thereof  and  furnish 
an  acceptable  surety  bond  as  required  at 
43  CFR  3304.1  in  a  timely  manner  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  at  43  CFR  3302.5. 

Tract  Description 

14.  The  tracts  offered  for  bid  are  as 
follows: 

Louisiana 

oca  omoAL  leasing  map,  west  cauebon  abea, 

LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  1 


(Approved  June  8,  1984;  Revised  July  22,  1964;  Apr.  28, 
1966) 


Tract  No.  ] 

Block  Description 

Acreage 

86-1.  _ - 

22  All  i  - . 

36-2 . . 

23  AID.*..””!! _ ..a 

3823.28 

36-3 . 

36  N^;  8WX:  NHSEX; 

4687.80 

36-4..= - 

36  AIL . — ; — . 

'  6000 

36-5 . .• 

30  AIL... . . . .- 

6000 

36-6 _ j 

42  All 

6000 

36-7 . 3 

43  All _ 

6000 

36-8 . 

44  NEX;  SJ4NWH:  BM_. 

4375 

36-9 _ = 

87  All . . . 

8000 

36^10 _ j 

88  All 

6000 

36-11.. 

69  All _ 

6000 

36-12 _ 3 

62  All 

6000 

36-13 . 

68  All . .  . 

8000 

36-14 . - 

66  NWX;  SJ4 

3760 

36-18 _ - 

69  8W..L...' . 

2600 

36-16 . - 

114  All 

6000 

36-17 _ 3 

118  AU . 

8000 

36-18 . = 

116  All _ 

8000 

36-19 . . 

147  All _ 

8000 

36-20 

181  WHj 

2600 

36-21 . . 

204  All' 

6000 

36-22 . 3 

208  All . 

8000 

36-23 _ j 

237  AIL . 

8000 

36-24 . . 

238  All  _  ..... 

6000 

36-25* . _• 

248  All  _ 

6000 

36-26 . = 

249  All  _ 

8000 

36-27 . 

282  All 

8000 

36-28 . 

283  All 

6000 

36-29 . 

282  All 

8000 

OCS  OFTICIAt 

LEASING  MAP,  WEST  CAMERON  ABEA— 

WEST 

ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO. 

1A 

(Approved  Nov.  15, 1955;  Revised  Jan.  20,  1967;  Apr.  28 

1966) 

Traet  No. 

Block  Description 

Acreage 

36-30*. _ .3 

335 

All . .  -3 

6000 

36-31 

342 

All _  .  3 

5000 

36-32 . . 

343 

AU . . .= 

5000 

36-33 _ _• 

332 

AIL . . • 

8000 

36-34 _ i 

353 

All  _  - 

5000 

36-38  ...  ^ 

364 

All 

5000 

36-36 _ j 

365 

AU . . 

8000 

36-37 _ j 

367 

AIL . 

5000 

36-38. . 

368 

AU . j 

8000 

36-39 . 3 

401 

All 

6000 

36-40 . 

402 

AU . .= 

5000 

36-41 _ 

413 

All. . 

5000 

36-42* . 3 

414 

All . 

5000 

36-43 

426 

AIL . 

5000 

36-44 . 

427 

AU .  - 

6000 

36-45 . - 

428 

All . 3 

5000 

36-46  - 

441 

All . 

5000 

oca  official 

LEASING  MAP,  WEST  CAMERON 

AREA— 

SOUTH  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  IB 


(Approved  Sept.  8,  1959;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


86-47 

450  All 

_ _ 

6000 

5000 

5000 

36-48 

462  AIL . 

4.53  All 

36,50 _ -• 

458  All. 

5000 

36-51  . 

459  All 

.5000 

36-62...  j 

483  AU _ 

5000 

36,53  _ .- 

487  AU . 

5000 

36,54 

498  All  . 

5000 

36-55 . . 

808  All 

-J 

5000 

36-56 

812  All 

6000 

36-67 

530  AU . 

6000 

36-58...  .3 

536  AU . 

6000 

36-59 

649  AIL . 

■  -J 

8000 

36-60  _ 3 

553  All 

6000 

36-61 

554  All 

8000 

36-62 

AGO  All 

6000 

36-63 _ : 

628  All 

5000 

36-64 _ : 

645  AU _ 

6000 

See  footnotes  on  p.  31074. 
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OT8  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  EAST  CAMERON  AREA,  LOUISI¬ 
ANA  MAP  NO.  2 


OC8  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP.  SOUTH  MARSH  ISLAND  AREA—  OTS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  SOUTH  TIMBAUER  AREA, 
NORTH  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  3D  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  6 


(Approved  June  8, 1954;  Revised  Apr.  28, 1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


®e~65._ . 

12 

All..  . . 

.  5000 

36-66 . 

15 

AU  > _ 

4649.  74 

36-67 . . 

23 

All 1 . 

_  4771.94 

"fMW . 

25 

All . . 

_  5000 

"6-69 . 

28 

All _ _ 

_  .5000 

"6-70 . 

34 

All. _ _ 

. .  .  5000 

36-71 . . 

40 

All _ 

_  5000 

36-72 

41 

All  .. 

. .  5000 

36-73 _ 

42 

All .  . 

5000 

36-74 _ 

225 

All... 

.5000 

36-75 . . 

228 

All... 

5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  EAST  CAMERON  AREA— SOUTH 
ADDITION,  I.OUISLANA  MAP  NO.  2A 
(Approved  Sept.  8,  1959;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-76.... 

236 

All . 

3828.  56 

36-77 _ 

237 

All. . . 

2500 

36-78 _ 

241 

All. . .  . 

...  .5000 

36-79.  . 

949 

All . . . 

5000 

36-80* _ 

243 

All _ 

5000 

36-81 _ 

246 

All 

5000 

36-82 _ 

262 

All  _ 

5000 

36-83 _ 

298 

All _ 

...  5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  VERMILION  AREA.  LOUISIAN  A 
MAP  NO.  3 


(Approved  June  8,  1954:  Revised  July  22.  1954;  Apr.  28. 
1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-84 _ 

22 

All . 

5000 

36-85 _ 

23 

All . 

5000 

36-86 _ 

25 

All.. 

5000 

36-87 _ 

30 

All . 

4661.38 

36-88 _ 

31 

All.. 

1633.  37 

36-89 

40 

All. 

4194.  99 

36-90 _ 

55 

All .  ... 

.5000 

36-91 _ 

50 

All... 

5000 

36-92 _ 

60 

All.. 

.5000 

36-93 _ 

61 

All.. 

4307. 19 

36-94 . 

65 

All . 

5000 

36-95 _ 

148 

All. 

.5000 

36-96 

155 

All 

.5000 

36-97 _ 

251 

All 

4489.  70 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  VERMILION  AREA  SOUTH 
ADDITION.  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  *11 

(Approved  Sept.  8. 1959;  Revised  Apr.  28, 1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-98.. . 

308 

All.. 

. .  5000 

36-99 _ 

309 

All.... 

_  ..  .  .5000 

36-100 _ 

311 

All _  .  . 

_  4273.  11 

36-101 _ 

314 

All 

. . .  5000 

36-102 _ 

315 

All _ 

_  5000 

36-103* _ 

329 

All . . 

_  5000 

36-104 _ 

330 

All . 

_  5000 

36-165 _ 

337 

All.  . 

_  .  .5000 

36-106 _ 

338 

All. . . 

_  5000 

36-107 _ 

361 

All..  _ 

.  .  5000 

36-108 _ 

373 

All . 

.5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP.  SOUTH  MARSH  ISLAND  AREA- 
SOUTH  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  3C 

(Approved  Sept.  8,  1959;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-109 _ 

110 

All..  . 

. .  2851.63 

36-110 . . 

111 

All. 

....  ..  2828.95 

36-111 _ 

112 

All . 

. .  .  5000 

36-112...  . 

113 

All . 

.  _  5000 

36-113 . 

123 

All . 

....  5000 

36-114 _ 

124 

All. 

_  5000 

30-115 

125 

All . 

.  .5000 

36- 1 16 _ 

127 

All _ 

.  2783.  .59 

36-117 . 

129 

All . . . 

_  .5000 

36-118 . 

141 

All . 

_  5000 

36-119 _ 

144 

All . 

.  5000 

36-120 . 

173 

All... 

_  5000 

36-121 . 

174 

An . 

_  2670. 19 

36-122 . 

175 

All . 

. . .  2647.51 

36-123 . 

189 

All . 

.  5000 

36-124 . 

190 

All . 

.  2624. 83 

See  footnotes  on  p.  31674. 


(Approved  Apr.  16,  1971;  Revised  Jan.  18, 1972) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-125 _ 

253 

AU* . . . . 

...  312!).  23 

36-126 _ 

254 

All.  ... 

_  3282. 51 

36-127 _ 

•265 

All. 

.  ...  .5000 

36-128 _ 

270 

All.  _  _ 

_  5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL 

LEASING  MAP,  EUGENE 

island  area, 

LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  4 


(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  Jnly  22,  1954;  Apr.  28, 
1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-129. 

10 

All  i . . . 

.  2302. 24 

38-130 _ 

24 

All _ _ 

.  .5000 

36-131 _ 

38 

All' . . . 

1363.  41 

36-132 _ 

.58 

AH' _ 

3864. 07 

36-133. 

78 

A11. . 

.5000 

36-134 _ 

81 

All . 

.5000 

36-135. 

82 

All. 

5000 

36-136... 

242 

All . .  . 

5000 

36-137. . 

243 

All. . 

.5000 

36-138 _ 

261 

All. . 

...  .  -5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP.  EUGENE  ISLAND  AREA — 
SOUTH  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  4A 

(Approved  Sept.  8,  1959;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  July  22,  1964;  Dec.  9, 
1954;  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-168 _ 

25 

Ail . . . 

,.  '  2148. 46 

36-169 _ 

58 

All . . . 

....  5000 

36-170 _ 

69 

AU _ 

..  •  5000 

36-171 _ 

153 

AIL . . . 

....  6000 

36-172 . 

151 

All _ _ 

.  -  2148. 46 

36-173 _ 

156 

All . . 

5000 

36-174 _ 

157 

All _ _ 

_ i  .5000 

36-175 . 

194 

AIL . 

6000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  SOUTH  TIMBAUER  AREA- 
SOUTH  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  OA 

(Approved  Sept.  8,  1969;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966;  July  22, 
1968) 


Traci  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-176  _  317  All . . .  5000 


OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  GRAND  ISLE  AREA,  LOUISIANA 
MAP  NO.  7 

(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966)  . 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-177 _  56  All .  5000 


36-139 

268  AU.  . 

:»ooo 

30-140 _ 

281  AU _ 

.5000 

36-141 . 

282  AU _ _ 

5000 

36-142... 

288  AU _ _ _ 

.51 XK) 

36-113 _ 

289  AU _  _  . 

5000 

36-144... 

304  AU. 

.5000 

36-145* _ 

310  AU _ 

.5000 

36-146 _ 

317  AU _ 

.5000 

36-147 _ 

318  All.  . . 

.5000 

36-148 _ 

319  All.  _ 

5000 

36-149. . . 

326  AU _ 

.5000 

36-150.... 

327  AIL.  _ .... 

5000 

36-151 _ 

328  AU  _ 

5000 

36-152 _ 

329  AU _ 

.5000 

36-1.53 _ 

310  AIL...  .  _ 

>000 

36-154 _ 

311  AU _ 

5Q0O 

36-155 . 

377  All...  _ 

5000 

36-1.56 . 

378  All.  . 

5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  SHIP  SHOAL  AREA, 

LOUISIANA 

MAP  NO.  5 


(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  Apr.  28, 1966;  July  22, 


1968) 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-157 _ 

68 

All.  ..  ...  ... 

.  .  5000 

36-158. __ 

90 

A1L  _  .  _ 

. . .  5000 

36-159 . 

91 

All...  . 

...  5000 

36-160 _ 

92 

AU . .  . 

...  5132.22 

30-161 _ 

170 

All... .  . . 

...  5000 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  GRAND  ISLE  AREA— SOUTH 
ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  7A 

(Approved  Sept.  8, 1959;  Revise'd  Mar.  7, 1961; 

Apr.  28, 1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block  Description 

Acreage 

36-178 _ 

36-179. . . 

87  All _ _ _ _ 

88  AH . . . 

5000 
4539. 89 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  WEST  DELTA  AREA, 
MAP  NO.  8 

(Approved  June  8, 1954;  Revised  Apr.  28, 

LOUISIANA 

,  1966) 

Tract  No. 

Block  Description 

Acreage 

36-180 _ 

34  All* . . . 

1533 

36-181 _ 

63  AU _ _ 

.  5000 

36-182... 

78  SV<2 . . . 

.  2500 

36-183 _ 

86  NJ4 _ 

.  2500 

36-184 _ 

87  N)4- . - . 

.  2500 

36-185 _ 

108  Ain _ _ 

.  4924. 15 

36-186 _ 

10!)  All! _ 

3500.  85 

(M'S  official 

LEASING  MAP,  SOUTH  PASS  AREA. 

LOUIS!  A  N  V 

MAP  NO.  9 


(Approved  June  8, 1954;  Revised  July  22, 1954- 
Apr.  28, 1966) 


OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  SHIP  SHOAL  AREA— SOUTH 
ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  6A 


(Approved  Sept.  8,  1959;  Revised  Apr.  28,  1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-162 _ 

272 

All . . 

5000 

36-163 _ 

276 

AU . . 

5000 

36-164 _ 

291 

NJS;  SE'i . . 

3750 

36-165 _ 

350 

AU . . 

5000 

Tract  No. 

Block  Description 

Acreage 

36-187 . 

.  17 . . 

AU  < . 

962.  06 

36-188 . 

.  17 . . . 

AU  i . 

425.  98 

36-189 . 

.  33 . 

AU.  . 

4999.  1*6 

36-190 . 

.50 . 

All . . 

4999.  98 

36-191 . 

AU "...  . 

3007.  56 

So.  Add.  77 

36-192 . 

.  58  and  So.  Pass 

AU  * . 

2362.33 

So.  Add.  78 

36-193 _ 

.  59 . 

AIM . . 

1650.  93 

36-194 . 

.  59 . . . . 

All  • . 

!)07.  26 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  SOUTH  PELTO  AREA,  LOUISI¬ 
ANA  MAP  NO.  6 

(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  July  22,  1954;  Dec.  9, 
1954;  Apr.  28,  1966) 


OCS  OFFICIAL  LEESING  MAP,  SOUTH  PASS  AREA— SOUTH  A 
EAST  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  9A 

(Approved  Sept.  8, 1959;  Revised  Apr.  28, 1966) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage  Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-166  .  9  All . .  6000  36-195*™=3  71  A1L_; . . i  5000 

36-167 .  10  All . -  8000  36-196 .  72  AIL . «s  6000 


No.  170 — Pt.  I - 9 
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OC9  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  MAIN  PASS  AREA,  LOUISIANA 
MAP  NO.  10 


(Approved  June  8,  1954;  Revised  July  22,  1954;  Apr.  28, 
1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

DeseripUon 

Acreage 

36-197 _ .3 

28 

AU . 

...  4994.55 

36-198 . 

29 

AU . 

...  4994.55 

36-199 . . 

59 

AID . 

320. 03 

36-200 . 

73 

All  > . 

...  4.560.18 

36-201  . 

98 

All . . 

...  4994.55 

38-202.  ... 

115 

All . 

. .  4994. 55 

36-203 . 

128 

AU . . 

...  4994.55 

36-204 _ 

129 

AU . 

...  4994.55 

36-205 _ 

132 

AU . 

...  4994.55 

36-206 _ 

148 

All . . 

...  4999.96 

36-207. . 

151 

AU . 

...  4999.96 

OCS  OFFICLAL  LEASING  MAP,  MAIN  PASS  AREA— SOUTH  A 
EAST  ADDITION,  LOUISIANA  MAP  NO.  I0A 

(Approved  Sept.  8, 1959;  Revised  Apr.  28, 1966) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-208 . .  ... 

160 

AU . . . 

...  4994.55 

36  209 _ 

161 

All. . . . . 

...  4994.55 

36-210* . 

162 

All . . . 

. . .  4994.  55 

36-211 _ 

163 

AU . . . 

. .  4994.  .55 

36-212 . 

236 

AU _ 

. .  4994. 55 

36-213 

295 

AU . . . 

. .  4560.  81 

36-214 . 

301 

All . . 

...  4999.96 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  GARDEN  BANKS  NG-15-2 
(Approved  Feb.  15,  1973) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-215 . 

NG36  F97  . . . 

...  AH . 

5760 

36-216 _ 

N636  E9H 

...  AU _ 

5760 

36-217  .  . 

N636  E100. . 

...  All _ 

5760 

36-218  _ 

N637  E100.. 

...  All . . 

5760 

36-219 _ 

N637  F.103 

...  All . . 

5760 

36-220 _ 

N637  E105 _ 

...  Alt. . . 

5760 

36-221  . 

N637  E106... 

...  All . 

5760 

36-222  . . . 

N'637  E107 _ 

...  AH . 

5760 

36-223  ... 

N637  E10S... 

...  All _ 

5760 

36-2  M  . . 

N637  EDI... 

...  All _ 

5760 

36-225 . 

X637  El 22.. 

...  All.. . 

5760 

36-226  _ 

N’637  E123-. 

...  AU _ 

5760 

36-227. 

N63K  E102. . 

...  A11 . 

5760 

36  22S 

N  638  E103  . 

...  A11 _ 

5760 

3*V  229  .  . 

NG38  E106. . 

...  All . 

5760 

36  >30 

N638  E107.  _ 

...  AH _ 

5760 

36  231 

.  N’638  E108. . 

...  All . 

5760 

36-232 

.  N638  E110._ 

...  All.. . 

5760 

36-233 

.  N’638  E112  . 

....  All _ 

5760 

36  231 

N’638  E113. . 

....  All . 

5760 

36-235 

.  N’638  Ell 4.. 

....  All . 

5760 

36  236  . 

.  N’638  E117. 

....  All _ 

5760 

36  237 

.  N’638  E118. . 

...  AH . 

5760 

36-238 

.  N’638  El  19. 

..  All _ 

5760 

36  239* 

N’638  E121 . . 

...  All . 

5760 

36-240 

N63S  K122-. 

....  All. . 

57»i0 

36-241 

.  N’638  E123. . 

...  All _ 

5760 

36  242 

N’639  E102.. 

....  All . 

5760 

36  213 

N’639  E103. 

...  All _ 

5760 

36-244 . . . 

N’639  E106. . 

....  AH . . 

5760 

36-245  . 

N639  E107. 

..  All.. 

5760 

36-246 

N 639  El  12. 

....  All  .. 

_  5760 

36-247  _ 

N639  E113. 

....  All _ 

_  5760 

CHS  OFFICIAL 

LEASING  MAP, 

NEW  ORLEANS 

SOUTH  NO.  1 

NG-15-3 


(Approved  Feb.  15, 1973) 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Acreage 


36-248  .. 

..  N637  E127 _ 

...  AU . 

5760 

36-249 _ 

....  N637  E128... 

...  All . 

5760 

36-250  __ 

.  N637  E129 _ 

...  All . 

5760 

36-251  . . 

....  N638  E127__ 

...  AU . 

5760 

36-252... 

...  N638  E128.. 

...  AU . 

5760 

36-253... 

....  N638  E129. . 

...  AU . 

5760 

OCS  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  NEW  ORLEANS  N1I-15-12 

(Approved  Feb.  15, 1973) 


Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-254. . 

.  N645  E160.... 

...  AU . 

5760 

36-255 . 

.  N645  E 161 ... . 

...  AU . 

5760 

36-256 _ 

.  N646  F.160 _ 

...  All . 

3730. 68 

36-257 . 

.  N646  E161. .. 

...  All . 

3982.36 

36-258 . 

.  N’647  E160 _ 

...  All . . 

612. 36 

36-259 . N647  E161 . AU .  761.57 


OSC  OFFICIAL  LEASING  MAP,  MOBILE  SOUTH  NO.  2  NH-1G-10 

(Approved  Feb.  15, 1973) 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description 

Acreage 

36-260 . . 

N652  E16 . 

AH . 

.  5760 

36-261 _ 

N652  E47 . 

All . . 

.  5760 

36-262 _ 

N653  E46. . . 

All.. . . 

5760 

36-263 _ 

N653  E47 _ 

AU _ 

36-204 _ 

N655  E46 . 

All . 

5760 

36-265..  _ 

N055  E47 _ 

All _ 

.  5760 

36  266  ... 

N655  E 19 . 

All.. . 

.  5760 

36-267 . 

N 055  E50.  . . 

All _ 

5760 

36-268 . . 

N655  E52 . . 

AU _ 

5760 

36-269 _ 

N655  E53 _ 

AH . 

.  5760 

36-270 _ .... 

N’055  E55 . 

All.... . 

.  5760 

All . 

.  5760 

36-272 _ .... 

N  655  E57 . 

All _ 

5760 

36-273 . 

Nf>56  F46 _ 

All _ 

_  5760 

36-274 . . 

N 056  F.47 . . 

All _ 

.  5760 

36  275 . . 

N656  E49 _ 

All _ 

3811.18 

36-276. . 

N  656  F.  50 _ 

All _ 

2318. 09 

36-277 . . . 

N’056  E52 _ 

All _ 

.  5003. 05 

36-278 _ 

X656  E53 _ 

All _  . 

.  5760 

36-279.  . . 

N656  E55 _ 

All... . 

.  3469.92 

36-280.  .  .... 

N656  E56 . 

All . . 

.  4298. 45 

36-281 . . 

N65f>  E57 _  . 

All _ 

5760 

36-282 . 

N’657  E 17 _ 

All _ 

_  5760 

36-283 

N657  E48  .  ..  . 

AU . 

.  5760 

36  284 . 

N’657  E52 _ 

AH _ 

.  1159. 47 

36-285 _ 

\ 057  E53 . . 

All _ 

.  1291. 95 

36-286 

.  N658  E47 . 

AU . . 

.  2178. 08 

36  287 _ 

N’fi.58  E18 _ 

All . . 

. .  1965. 79 

36-288 

N662  E67 _ 

All.. . 

..  5760 

36-289 

N6G2  EOS. . 

.  All _ 

..  5760 

36  -290  . 

N  662  F.09 . . 

.  All _ 

..  5760 

36-291 . 

.  X  003  E67__ _ 

.  All _ 

5760 

36-292* _ 

N663  E68 _ 

.  All _ 

..  5760 

36-293 . 

.  N663  E69 _ 

.  AH . . 

..  5760 

36-291 

.  N’664  E67 _ 

.  AH . 

..  5760 

36-295 

.  S’ 661  E68 _ 

.  All. . 

5760 

36-296. 

N664  E69 . 

.  AU.. . 

..  5700 

OSC  OFFICIAL 

LEASING  MAP,  MOBILE  SOUTH  NO.  1  XH-16-7 

(Approved  Oct.  10,  1972;  Revised  Feb.  15, 

1973;  Aug.  1, 

1973) 

Tract  No. 

Block 

Description  Acreage 

36  207 

N666  E70 _ 

.  AU . 

_  5760 

*  Tracts  Proposed  for  Royalty  Bidding. 

1  That  portion  located  more  than  one  foot  seaward  of 
the  Third  Supplemental  Decree  Line  (404  U.S.  388 
tDec.  20,  1971)). 

2  That  portion  of  Block  253  located  more  than  three 
marine  leagues  seaward  of  a  line,  extending  from  a  point 
on  91°  Shell  Kevs  at  latitude  29°24'32.15"  N.,  longitude 
91'51'16.59"  W.  (X  =  1,831,019,  Y=270,301)  northwesterly 
in  a  straight  line  to  Tigre  Point  at  latitude  29°32'23.13" 
N.,  longitude  92°14'57.15"  W.  (X=l,708,756,  Y=318,661). 
Tlie  coordinates  used  refer  to  the  Louisiana  Plane  Coordi¬ 
nate  System,  South  Zone. 

=  Portion  in  former  Zone  2  only,  as  that  zone  was 
defined  in  the  agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
tlie  State  of  Louisiana,  October  12, 1956. 

*  Those  portions  of  Blocks  17  and  59  between  tlie 
Fourth  Supplemental  Decree  Line  (409  U.S.  17  (Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1972))  and  the  Third  Supplemental  Decree  Line 
(404  U.S.  388  (December  20, 1971)). 

*  That  portion  of  Block  59  bet  ween  the  line  one  foot 
seaward  of  the  Third  Supplemental  Decree  Line  (404 
U.S.  388  (December  20,  1971))  and  the  line  three  geo¬ 
graphical  miles  seaward  of  the  First  Supplemental 
Decree  Line  (382  U.S.  288  (December  13, 1965)). 


15.  Some  of  the  tracts  offered  for  lease 
may  fall  in  fairway  areas  (including  the 
prolongations  thereof)  or  anchorage 
areas,  or  both,  as  designated  by  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Engineer,  New  Orleans  District 
Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army.  For  the 
location  of  those  areas  and  operational 
restrictions  imposed  by  that  agency,  the 
District  Engineer  should  be  consulted. 

Suggested  Bid  Form 

16.  It  is  suggested  that  bidders  submit 
their  bids  addressed  to: 

Manager,  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Department  of  the  Interior 

The  Plaza  Tower,  Suite  3200 

1001  Howard  Avenue 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70113 

in  the  following  forms: 

(a)  For  the  10  royalty  bid  tracts  as 
described  in  paragraph  3: 

Oil  and  Gas  Bid — Royalty 
The  following  bid  is  submitted  for  an 
oil  and  gas  lease  on  the  land  of  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  specified  below : 


Percent  Royalty 

Trad  No.  Bid  Expressed  Amount  of  fixed  cash 
to  Maximum  of  boniu  Submitted 
5  Decimals  with  Bid 


N.  O.  Misc. 

No - -  Percent _ 

Company 

Address 


Signature 

(Please  type  signer’s 
name  under  signature) 

(b)  All  tracts  offered  for  cash  bonus 
bidding : 

Oil  and  Gas  Bid 

The  following  bid  is  submitted  for  an 
oil  and  gas  lease  on  the  land  of  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  specified  below: 


Total  Amount  Amount  of  Cash 
Tract  No.  Amount  Per  Aero  Bonus  Submitted 
Bid  with  Bid 


N.O.  Mise.  No. _  Percent _ 

Company 

Address 


Signature 
(Please  type 
signer’s  name 
under  signature) 


6  That  portion  of  Block  57  between  the  line  one  foot 
seaward  of  the  Third  Supplemental  Decree  Line  (404 
U.S.  388  (December  20,  1971)),  and  the  line  three  geo- 

fraphieal  miles  seaward  of  the  First  Supplemental 
)ecroe  Line  (382  U.S.  288  (December  13, 1965))  and  that, 
portion  of  Block  77  less  than  three  geographical  miles 
seaward  of  the  First  Supplemental  Decree  Line  (382  U.S. 
288  (December  13, 1965)). 

7  Those  portions  of  Blocks  58  and  78  between  the  line 
one  foot  seaward  of  the  Third  Supplemental  Decree 
Line  (401  U.S.  388  (December  20,  1971))  and  the  line 
three  geographical  miles  seaward  of  the  First  Supple¬ 
mental  Decree  Line  (382  U.S.  288  (December  13,  1965)). 
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Withdrawal  of  Tracts 

17.  The  United  States  reserves  the 
right  to  withdraw  any  tract  from  this 
sale  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  written 
acceptance  of  a  bid  for  that  tract. 

Curt  Berklund, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Approved:  August  26,  1974. 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[PR  Doc.74-20071  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[NM  22745,  22762,  22769  and  22885] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  20, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  three  4%  inch  and  one  2% 
inch  natural  gas  pipelines  right-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  29  N.,  R.  8  W„ 

Sec.9,SW'/4SW>/4; 

Sec.  34,  NViNWK. 

T.  26  N.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.5.Sy2NWy4. 

T.  30  N„  R.  11  W„ 

Sec.  6,  lot  1. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .246  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.74-20100  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[NM  20205] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

August  21, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UB.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  has  applied  for  a  6-inch  nat¬ 
ural  gas  pipeline  and  a  meter  site  right- 
of-way  across  the  following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  22  S.,  R.  32  E„ 

Sec.  20,  N&SE'A,  SE%SE»4  and  SWy4NE»4; 


Sec.  28,  Wy2NWV4,  Ny2SW'4  and  SE»/4 
swy4; 

Sec.  29,  NE*4NE|4: 

Sec.  33,  Wy2NE>4,  NE’ANW'A,  N>2SEV4 
and  SE14SE14. 

T.  23  S„  R.  32  E„ 

Sec.  3,  lot  4,  E'/jSW^; 

Sec.  4,  lot  1; 

Sec.  10,  Wy2NEy4,  NEy4NW»4  and  NW>/4 
sev4. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  4.158  miles  and  the  meter  site 
will  occupy  an  area  of  0.01  acres  of  na¬ 
tional  resource  lands  in  Lea  County,  New 
Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.74-20109  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Wyoming  0280360] 

WYOMING 

Notice  of  Application 

August  21, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Western  Transmission  Corporation  has 
applied  to  amend  right-of-way  grant 
W-0280360  to  construct  a  natural  gas 
pipeline  across  the  following  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  16  N„  R.  92  W., 

sec.  12,  EyjSW»4,  sw>4sw[4,  Nwy4SEV4; 
Sec.  13,NW>4NW>4: 

Sec.  14,  NEy4NEy4,  S»/2Ny2; 

Sec.  15,  SV6NE14,  SEV4NWV4,  Ny2SW»/4; 

Sec.  16,  N&SVfc; 

Sec.  17,  lot  3; 

Sec.  18,  lots  7  and  8,  SW%NE[4,  SEy4NW>4. 
T.  16  N.,  R.  93  W„ 

sec.  11,  sw>4NEi4,  wy2SEy4; 

sec.  13,  NW14NE14,  syaNE»4,  NyaNWi4: 

Sec.  14,  N«4NV4; 

Sec.  15,  Ny2NEJ4,  SW%NE%,  W^SE^; 

Sec.  22.  NW^NE*4- 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  wells  located  in  sections  11  and  22, 
T.  16  N.,  R.  93  W.  to  an  existing  pipeline 
in  section  12,  T.  16  N.,  R.  92  W. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  670, 
Rawlins,  WY  82301. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.74-20110  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 
[INT  DES  74-83] 

COLORADO  RIVER  INTERNATIONAL  SA¬ 
LINITY  CONTROL  PROJECT;  PROTEC¬ 
TIVE  AND  REGULATORY  GROUND- 
WATER  PUMPING 

Availability  of  Supplement  to  Draft 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  supplement  to  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement,  DES  74-39  dated 
April  1,  1974.  This  supplement  has  been 
prepared  to  consider  changes  in  Title  I 
programs  as  a  result  of  enactment  of 
Pub.  L.  93-320,  the  “Colorado  River 
Basin  Salinity  Control  Act,”  dated  June 
24,  1974.  Writen  comments  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Regional  Director  (address 
below)  within  45  days  of  this  notice. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner — 
Ecology,  Room  7620,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240.  Telephone  (303)  343- 
4991. 

Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
Services  and  Publications  Branch,  E&R 
Center,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver. 
Colorado  80225.  Telephone  (303  )  234-3006. 
Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  427,  Boulder  City, 
Nevada  89005.  Telephone  (702)  293-8560. 

-  Yuma  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
135  N.  Second  Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85003.  Telephone  (602  )  261-3577. 

Single  copies  of  the  supplement  may 
be  obtained  on  request  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Reclamation  or  the  Regional 
Director.  Copies  of  the  supplement  are 
being  furnished  to  all  those  who  received 
official  review  copies  of  the  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement. 

Dated  :  August  27, 1974. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.74-20117  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  74-95] 

BETHLEHEM  MINES  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Bethlehem  Mines  Corporation 
has  filed  an  amended  petition  to  modify 
the  application  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its 
Mine  No.  41  located  at  Bethlehem,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an  op¬ 
erator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30. 
1971,  shaU  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  which  couple  by  Impact  and  uncouple 
without  the  necessity  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  All  haul¬ 
age  equipment  without  automatic  couplers  In 
use  in  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970,  shall  also 
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be  so  eqxilpped  within  4  years  after  March 
30,  1970. 

The  initial  petition  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  9,  1974  (39  FR 
16489).  Petitioner  now  requests  its  ori¬ 
ginal  petition  for  modification  of  30  CFR 
75.1405  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  Paragraph  11(c)  of  its  original 
Petition  dated  March  26,  1974,  Petitioner 
stated  that  it  was  conducting  investiga¬ 
tions  to  determine  whether  mine  cars 
could  be  modified  with  a  lever  located  at 
the  side  of  each  mine  car,  which  in  turn 
would  raise  and  lower  the  coupling  pin. 
Petitioner  has  concluded  a  detailed  in¬ 
vestigation  which  included  discussions 
with  representatives  of  MESA  in  con¬ 
nection  with  MESA’s  investigation.  As  a 
result  of  said  investigation.  Petitioner 
hereby  amends  its  original  Petition  and 
proposes  an  alternative  method  for  coup¬ 
ling  and  uncoupling  mine  cars  which  will 
at  all  times  guarantee  to  the  miners  in 
Petitioner’s  No.  41  Mine  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  than  would 
be  afforded  the  miners  of  such  mine  by  a 
requirement  for  automatic  coupler.  Such 
alternative  method  is  as  follows: 

(a)  Each  mine  car  will  be  provided 
with  a  lever  system  permanently 
mounted  on  the  dumping  end  of  the  car. 
The  lever  system  will  enable  a  worker  to 
uncouple  mine  cars  by  pushing  down  on 
a  lever  which  will  lift  the  pin  from  the 
car  bumper  and  disengage  the  link  which 
couples  one  car  with  another  car.  A  metal 
ring  device  will  be  welded  onto  the  mine 
car  to  secure  the  lever  in  the  downward 
position,  which  will  hold  the  pin  in  an 
up  position  until  the  metal  ring  is  dis¬ 
engaged  to  permit  the  lever  to  rise  and 
to  permit  the  pin  to  drop  for  coupling. 
The  lever  will  extend  towards  the  side 
of  the  car  and  will  be  of  such  length  as 
to  permit  a  worker  to  uncouple  without 
the  necessity  of  placing  himself  between 
the  ends  of  two  mine  cars. 

(b)  As  was  proposed  in  Paragraph  11 

(a)  of  its  original  Petition  dated 
March  26, 1974,  Petitioner  will  issue  cou¬ 
pling  hooks  to  workers  who  couple  mine 
cars.  Coupling  hooks  will  be  used  to  posi¬ 
tion  the  link  located  on  the  non-dumping 
end  of  a  mine  car,  so  that  the  pin  from 
the  dumping  of  an  adjacent  mine  car 
may  be  dropped  into  position  to  couple 
two  cars  by  use  of  the  aforesaid  lever. 

(c)  As  was  stated  in  Paragraph  11(b) 
of  its  original  Petition  dated  March  26, 
1974,  Petitioner  will  train  and  instruct  all 
employees  whose  duties  involve  coupling 
and  uncoupling  in  the  proper  operation 
and  use  of  the  coupling  lever  and  cou¬ 
pling  hook  and  proper  use  of  such  devices 
will  be  mandatory  requirements  for  cou¬ 
pling  and  uncoupling  all  mine  cars  at 
Petitioner’s  Mine  No.  41. 

(d)  As  was  stated  in  its  original  Peti¬ 
tion  dated  March  26, 1974,  Petitioner  will 
maintain  supervisory  observation  of  the 
transportation  crews  while  these  crews 
work ;  continue  to  make  job  safety  analy¬ 
sis  studies;  continue  to  assure  that  haul¬ 
age  practices  comply  with  company  pol¬ 
icy,  as  well  as  with  federal  and  state  re¬ 
quirements;  continue  to  discuss  with  in¬ 
dividual  employees  job  safety  analysis 
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studies  as  well  as  federal  and  state  regu¬ 
lations;  and  continue  safety  discussion 
classes  on  a  weekly  or  more  frequent 
basis. 

2.  The  lever  system  has  been  designed 
and  installed  on  eight  of  Petitioner’s 
mine  cars  for  trial  use  and  coupling  hooks 
have  been  provided  to  workers  who  cou¬ 
ple  mine  cars.  Workers  who  use  such  de¬ 
vices  have  been  instructed  regarding 
the  use  of  such  devices.  Petitioner  al¬ 
leges  upon  information  and  belief  that 
MESA  has  completed  its  technical  evalu¬ 
ation  of  this  matter  which  included  an 
evaluation  of  the  lever  system  and  cou¬ 
pling  hook  referred  to  herein. 

3.  The  aforesaid  alternative  method 
for  coupling  and  uncoupling  mine  cars 
will  at  all  times  guarantee  to  the  miners 
in  Petitioner’s  mine  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  that  would  be  af¬ 
forded  said  miners  of  such  mine  by  au¬ 
tomatic  couplers;  and,  because  of  the  pe¬ 
culiar  characteristics  of  this  mime,  such 
method  will  eliminate  certain  hazards 
which  would  be  encountered  if  Petitioner 
were  required  to  convert  its  haulage  sys¬ 
tem  to  include  automatic  couplers. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  22,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20104  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  M  74-176] 

EARL  AND  BURL  COAL  COMPANY,  INC., 
ET  AL 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Earl  and  Burl  Coal  Company, 
Inc.  et  al.  have  filed  a  petition  to  modify 
t’.e  application  of  30  CFR  77.1605  (k)  to 
the  following  mines  located  in  Anderson 
County,  Tennessee: 

Mines  Nos.  1  and  2,  Earl  and  Burl  Coal  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc. 

Mine  No.  1,  H  &  A  Coal  Company,  Inc. 

Buffalo  Mine  No.  1,  J  &  V  Coal  Company, 

Inc. 

30  CFR  77.1605(k)  provides: 

Berms  and  guards  shall  be  provided  on 
the  outer  bank  of  elevated  roadways. 

Petitioners  propose  that  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  coal  mines  will  establish  in 
lieu  of  the  mandatory  standard  the  fol¬ 
lowing  alternate  method: 

1.  A  daily  inspection  of  all  coal  haul¬ 
ing  vehicles  shall  be  made  and  any  de¬ 
fects  detected  shall  be  corrected  before 
the  vehicle  is  put  into  service.  A  record 
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of  the  inspection  and  repair  on  each  ve¬ 
hicle  shall  be  kept  and  maintained  by  a 
supervisory  employee. 

2.  All  rules  of  the  road  (traffic  system) 
shall  be  posted  on  the  bulletin  boards 
throughout  the  mine  area,  and  such  rules 
of  the  road  shall  be  made  part  of  the 
training  and  retraining  programs. 

3.  Roadway  surfaces  shall  be  kept  free 
of  debris,  excessive  water  and  snow  and 
ice,  and  maintained  as  free  as  practicable 
of  small  ditches  (washboard  effects). 

4.  A  traffic  system  shall  be  put  into  use 
for  these  roads  requiring  that  loaded  ve¬ 
hicles  have  the  right  of  way  on  the  high- 
wall  side  of  roads  regardless  of  their  di¬ 
rection  of  travel. 

5.  Warning  signs  shall  be  posted  desig¬ 
nating  curves,  steep  grades  where  trucks 
should  shift  to  a  lower  gear,  and  where 
roadways  are  reduced  to  one-lane  traffic. 
Stop  signs  shall  be  posted  where  one  road 
intersects  another,  giving  main  haulage 
road  traffic  the  right-of-way.  Signs  shall 
also  be  posted  designating  passing  points. 

6.  All  equipment  operators  shall  be 
trained  in  the  use  of  haulage  equipment 
and  the  safety  of  vehicles  on  haulage 
roads. 

7.  All  haulage  vehicles  shall  have: 

(a)  Original  manufacturers  brakes. 

(b)  Engine  or  Jacobs  brakes. 

(c)  Emergency  (parking)  braking 
system. 

8.  Adequate  supplies  of  crushed  stone 
or  other  suitable  materials  shall  be  stored 
at  strategic  locations  along  the  haulage 
roads  for  use  when  the  road  surface  be¬ 
comes  slippery. 

9.  A  minimum  width  of  24  feet  shall  be 
provided  and  maintained  along  two-lane 
roads,  and  where  widths  of  less  than  24 
feet  are  provided  and  maintained,  the 
roads  shall  be  designated  as  single-lane 
roads. 

Petitioners  assert  that  the  alternate 
method  as  outlined  above  would  at  no 
time  guarantee  anything  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  afforded  the 
miners  at  the  affected  mines  by  the  man¬ 
datory  standard.  In  certain  instances  the 
alternate  methods  would  provide  a  higher 
degree  of  safety.  The  above  coal  mines 
can  establish  the  alternate  method  al¬ 
most  immediately,  and  the  alternate 
methods  as  proposed  above  would  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  mandatory 
standard  of  §  77. 1605  (k). 

Petitioners  assert  further  that  the 
mandatory  standard  is  beyond  the  capa¬ 
bilities  of  the  coal  mine  operators  and 
would  subject  them  to  a  hardship  that 
they  would  be  unable  to  sustain. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
August  22,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20103  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  M  74-184] 

POCAHONTAS  FUEL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861 
(c)  (1970),  Pocahontas  Fuel  Company 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  30  CFR  75.1101-4  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  mines  located  in  Pochahontas, 
Virginia: 

Buckeye  Colliery 
Crane  Creek  No.  6  Mine 
Crane  Creek  No.  11  Mine 
Eckman  No.  11  Mine 
Eckman  No.  12  Mine 
Eckman-Page  Mine 
Hemshaw  No.  2  Mine 
Jenkin]ones  No.  7  Mine 
Laurel  No.  2  Mine 
Lynco  No.  2  Mine 
Maitland  Mine 
Modoc  Mine 
No.  6  Cook  Mine 
No.  5  Eagle  Mine 
Turkey  Gap  Mine 

30  CFR  75.1101-4  provides: 

As  a  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  lines  of  nozzles 
shall  be  installed.  The  maximum  distance 
between  the  nozzles  shall  not  exceed  eight 
feet. 

Petitioner  seeks  for  each  of  the  above- 
captioned  mines  a  modification  of  that 
portion  if  §  75.1101-4  that  states:  “As 
a  part  of  the  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  two  or  more  branch  lines  *  *  * 
shall  be  installed.” 

(1)  Specifically,  Petitioner  requests 
modification  of  §  75.1101-4  to  permit  use 
of  a  single  line  of  nozzles  as  part  of  its 
deluge  water  spray  system  at  main  and 
secondary  belt-conveyor  drives  in  the 
above-captioned  mines.  Nozzles  on  the 
proposed  single  line  would  be  maintained 
at  a  distance  of  not  more  than  eight  feet 
apart  in  accordance  with  §  75.1101-4. 

(2)  Petitioner  has  already  installed 
several  single  line  systems  in  its  mines 
after  obtaining  on  December  5,  1970,  the 
concurrence  of  Mr.  William  R.  Parks, 
former  MESA  District  4  Manager.  Peti¬ 
tioner  has  recently  reaffirmed  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  single  line  system  to  meet 
the  intent  of  the  regulation  by  consulta¬ 
tion  with  Mr.  Will  Jamison  of  the  Lee 
Engineering  Company.  Mr.  Jamison  was 
a  member  of  a  research  team  which  op¬ 
erated  under  MESA’S  Technical  Support 
Group  to  determine  the  efficiency  of  the 
proposed  single  line  system.  The  prelim¬ 
inary  report  of  this  Technical  Support 
Group  concluded  that  a  single  line  sys¬ 
tem  with  nozzles  spaced  not  more  than 
eight  feet  apart  is  as  efficient  for  safety 
purposes  as  the  branch  line  system  re¬ 
quired  by  §  75.1101-4. 

(3)  Petitioner  requests  the  modifica¬ 
tion  herein  described  for  economy  rea¬ 
sons.  The  cost  of  piping,  nozzles,  and 
man-hours  of  installation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  branch  line  systems  in  its  mines 
is  approximately  double  the  cost  of  the 
equally  effective  single  line  system. 


(4)  Petitioner  represents  to  the  best 
of  its  knowledge  and  belief  that  the 
modification  requested  will  at  all  times 
guarantee  no  less  than  the  same  measure 
of  protection  afforded  the  miners  by  use 
of  the  branch  line  system  required  by 
§  75.1101-4. 

Petitioner  Plans  for  Alternate  System 

As  part  of  its  deluge-type  water  spray 
system,  Petitioner  proposes  to  maintain 
a  single  line  system  with  nozzles  not  more 
than  eight  feet  apart  at  all  main  and 
secondary  belt-conveyor  drives  in  the 
above-captioned  mines. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals. 
August  22, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20102  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Docket  No.  S-416] 

AMERICAN  EXPORT  LINES,  INC. 

Amended  Notice  of  Application  for  Operat¬ 
ing-Differential  Subsidy  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Export  Lines,  Inc.,  a  New  York  corpora¬ 
tion,  has  filed  an  amended  application 
with  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board 
(Board)  pursuant  to  Title  VI  (46  U.S.C. 
1171-1183)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended  (the  “Act”) ,  for  a  long 
term  operating-differential  subsidy 
agreement  for  eight  subsidized  breakbulk 
liner  sailings  annually  between  U.S. 
North  Atlantic  ports,  U.S.  South  Atlan¬ 
tic  ports  and  U.S.  Gulf  ports  and  ports 
in  Poland  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  including 
those  in  Lithuania,  Latvia  and  Estonia. 

Application  for  a  long-term  agreement 
for  operating-differential  subsidy  to 
make  up  to  eight  subsidized  breakbulk 
liner  sailings  annually  “on  Trade  Routes 
6,  11  and  21  between  U.S.  North  Atlantic 
ports,  U.S.  South  Atlantic  ports  and  U.S. 
Gulf  ports  and  Scandinavian  and  Baltic 
countries,  Denmark,  Poland,  and  ports 
in  the  U.S.S.R.  including  those  in  Lith¬ 
uania,  Latvia  and  Estonia”  has  been 
previously  filed  and  has  been  docketed 
as  S-416. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  the 
amended  application  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
Room  3099-B,  Department  of  Commerce 
Building,  Fourteenth  and  E  Streets,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  two-fold. 
One  is  for  any  person,  firm  or  corpora¬ 
tion  having  an  interest  in  such  applica¬ 
tion  to  notify  the  Secretary,  Maritime 


Subsidy  Board,  in  writing,  and  in  tripli¬ 
cate,  by  the  close  of  business  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1974,  of  any  claim  that  grant  of 
the  amended  application  of  American 
Export  Lines,  Inc.,  would  overtonnage 
the  area  proposed  to  be  served,  would  not 
cure  any  inadequate  service,  and  would 
not  be  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes 
and  policy  of  the  Act,  and  of  any  request 
for  a  hearing  on  such  issues  pursuant  to 
section  605(c)  of  the  Act.  Prior  inter  - 
venors  are  subject  to  these  requirements 
also.  The  grounds  of  any  such  claims 
should  be  specified  in  such  detail  that 
the  Board  can  determine  its  exact 
nature,  the  facts  upon  which  it  rests, 
and  the  necessity  of  an  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  thereon.  A  copy  of  such 
notice  and  claim  shall  be  served  upon 
applicant,  American  Export  Lines,  Inc., 
and  its  counsel,  who  may  within  15  days 
after  such  service,  file  a  reply  with  the 
Secretary,  Maritime  Subsidy  Board. 

The  second  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to 
invite  public  comment  generally  upon 
the  policy  issues  inherent  in  the  granting 
of  a  long-term  operating-differential 
subsidy  contract.  Any  such  comments 
should  be  submitted  in  writing,  in  tripli¬ 
cate,  by  the  close  of  business  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1974.  Such  comments  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
but  will  not  necessarily  be  included  in 
the  issues  of  any  hearing  ordered  pur¬ 
suant  hereto. 

If  the  Board  determines  that  a  section 
605(c)  hearing  should  be  held,  the  issues 
to  be  heard  will  relate  to  (1)  whether  the 
application  is  one  with  respect  to  a  vessel 
or  vessels  to  be  operated  in  an  essential 
service,  served  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States  which  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
existing  service,  or  services,  and  if  so, 
whether  the  service  already  provided  by 
vessels  of  U.S.  registry  is  inadequate,  and 
(2)  whether  in  the  accomplishment  of 
the  purposes  and  policy  of  the  Act  addi¬ 
tional  vessels  should  be  operated 
thereon. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time,  or 
if  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board  deter¬ 
mines  that  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  filed  within  the  specified  time  do  not 
demonstrate  sufficient  interest  to  war¬ 
rant  a  hearing,  the  Board  will  take  such 
action  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

[Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.504,  Operating-Differential  Sub¬ 
sidies  (ODS)  ] 

Dated:  August  27, 1974. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20169  FUed  8-29-74,8:45  am] 


United  States  Travel  Service 
TRAVEL  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Travel  Advisory  Board  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce  will  meet  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1974,  at  9:30  a.m.,  in  Room  4830, 
of  the  Main  Commerce  Building.  14th 
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Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Established  in  July,  1968,  the  Travel 
Advisory  Board  consists  of  senior  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  15  U.S.  travel  industry  seg¬ 
ments  who  are  appointed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  to  serve  two  year 
terms. 

Members  advise  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Tourism  on  policies  and 
programs  designed  to  accomplish  the 
purposes  of  the  International  Travel  Act 
of  1961,  as  amended.  A  detailed  agenda 
for  the  meeting  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  advance  of  the 
meeting. 

A  limited  number  of  seats — approxi¬ 
mately  14 — will  be  available  to  observers 
from  the  public  and  the  press.  The  pub¬ 
lic  will  be  permitted  to  file  written  state¬ 
ments  with  the  Committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  To  the  extent  time  is 
available  the  presentation  of  oral  state¬ 
ments  will  be  allowed. 

Robert  Jackson,  Director  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Services,  of  the  United  States  Travel 
Service,  Room  1525,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  (telephone 
202/967-4987)  will  respond  to  public 
requests  for  information  about  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

C.  Langhorne  Washburn, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Tourism, 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

[FR  Doc .74-20274  Filed  8-29-74;  8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  FDC-D-708] 

INTRAMAMMARY  INFUSION  PRODUCTS 
FOR  TREATING  MASTITIS 

Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  April  24, 
1970  (35  FR  6602),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  the  conclu¬ 
sions  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  and  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  relating  to 
certain  intramammary  infusion  prod¬ 
ucts  containing  certifiable  antibiotics  in 
combination  with  other  drugs  and  in¬ 
tended  for  use  in  treating  mastitis  in 
milk-producing  animals.  The  Academy 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  there  was 
substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness  of 
the  products  for  their  intended  use,  and 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  con¬ 
curred  in  its  findings.  The  Academy 
stated  in  part,  “Because  of  possible  in¬ 
compatibilities  in  the  mechanism  of 
action  of  antimicrobial  ingredients  in  a 
product  containing  more  than  one  drug, 
it  is  suggested  that  the  manufacturer 
reconsider  the  formula.  Data  should  be 
submitted  to  establish  that  the  addition 
of  one  antimicrobial  agent  to  another 
will  not  result  in  a  less  than  additive 
action  with  regard  to  inhibition  of  bac¬ 
terial  multiplication,  or  with  regard  to 
the  fraction  of  a  bacterial  population 
killed.” 


The  notice  informed  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  that  the  products  named  must  be 
the  subject  of  approved  new  animal  drug 
applications,  and  6  months  were  pro¬ 
vided  in  which  to  submit  adequate  docu¬ 
mentation. 

In  a  proposal  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  June  18,  1971  (36  FR  11742) , 
the  Commissioner  extended  the  notice 
beyond  the  products  named  in  the  first 
announcement.  He  stated,  “Having  con¬ 
sidered  the  available  information,  the 
Commission  lerl  finds  that  all  intra¬ 
mammary  infusion  products  containing 
certifiable  antibiotics  must  meet  the 
standards  set  by  the  Academy.” 

Although  the  Commissioner  could  have 
proceeded  immediately  to  revoke  all  of 
the  regulations  permitting  these  products 
to  be  marketed,  he  instead  undertook  an 
orderly  transition  to  their  sale  under  ap¬ 
proved  new  animal  drug  applications. 

In  the  notice  of  June  18, 1971,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  proposed  to  revoke  immedi¬ 
ately  regulations  pertaining  to  some 
multiple-ingredient  mastitis  prepara¬ 
tions,  while  delaying  revocation  of  reg¬ 
ulations  governing  certain  formulations 
containing  no  more  than  four  ingredients 
for  1  year  during  which  time  new  animal 
drug  applications  were  to  be  submitted 
and  complete  data  provided  in  support 
of  them.  The  revocation  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  all  but  the  specified  formula¬ 
tions  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  December  1,  1971  (36  FR  22827) , 
to  become  effective  January  10,  1972. 

On  December  5,  1972,  a  group  of  ex¬ 
perts  on  mastitis  assembled  by  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  met  to  consider 
the  status  of  the  products  for  which  a  1- 
year  transition  period  had  been  granted. 
They  concluded  that  the  1-year  period 
did  not  allow  sufficient  time  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  studies  of  multiple -ingredient 
drugs.  Although  the  Commissioner  was 
not  obliged  to  permit  any  additional  time 
for  the  continued  marketing  of  these 
products,  he  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  June  1,  1973  (38  FR  14423) , 
an  extension  of  time  for  the  submission 
of  applications  to  January  10,  1974,  for 
those  manufacturers  who  had  studies 
underway. 

In  that  notice  the  Commissioner  re¬ 
peated  his  notice  of  planned  revocation 
of  the  remaining  regulations,  stating  that 
“No  further  extensions  of  time  will  be 
granted  on  this  matter  for  any  reason. 
The  failure  to  submit  adequate  data  to 
show  the  effectiveness  of  each  ingredient 
in  a  combination  by  the  end  of  this  time 
period  will  be  adequate  grounds  for  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  withdraw  the  certification 
privileges  and  to  revoke  the  correspond¬ 
ing  regulations.” 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  collaborated  with  industry  in  the 
preparation  of  protocols  for  the  neces¬ 
sary  studies  to  assist  in  the  rapid  devel¬ 
opment  of  supportive  data.  The  affected 
manufacturers  have  been  individually 
advised  of  the  requirements  they  must 
meet  to  continue  marketing,  and  infor¬ 
mal  conferences  have  been  held  with 
those  who  requested  them. 

Several  new  animal  drug  applications 
were  submitted  on  or  before  January  10, 


1974.  These  have  been  reviewed,  and  all ' 
have  been  found  to  lack  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  of  effectiveness  derived  from  ade¬ 
quate  and  well -controlled  studies.  Each 
sponsor  has  been  notified  that  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  incomplete  and  that  no 
further  batches  of  the  subject  drugs  will 
be  eligible  for  certification.  All  certifi¬ 
cation  of  the  concerned  drugs  has  been 
suspended  pending  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Six  sponsors  have  objected  to  with¬ 
drawal  of  certification  services  on  the 
ground  that  section  512  (n)  of  the  act 
provides  for  certification  until  the  un¬ 
derlying  approvals  are  revoked.  The 
Commissioner  concludes  that  certifica¬ 
tion  services  have  properly  been  with¬ 
drawn.  The  June  18, 1971  notice  explicitly 
provided  only  a  1-year  transition  pe¬ 
riod  for  continued  marketing,  and  all 
correspondence  with  the  sponsors  since 
June  18,  1971,  has  stated  that  continued 
certification  was  only  on  an  interim 
basis. 

The  comments  submitted  by  affected 
manufacturers  reflect  the  fact  that  the 
nature  of  the  interim  period  was  clearly 
understood.  The  Upjohn  Co.  summarized 
the  notice,  stating  that  “it  is  proposed 
to  discontinue  certification  of  certain  of 
such  products  and  to  allow  an  additional 
year  as  to  others.”  Upjohn  also  referred 
to  “the  proposed  interim  measure  allow¬ 
ing  certain  products  to  remain  on  the 
market  for  a  year.” 

Masti-Kure  Products  Co.  urged  that 
additional  limitations  be  placed  on  prod¬ 
ucts  sold  during  the  interim  period.  In 
doing  so,  it  contended  that  “the  final 
publication  should  clearly  spell  out  that 
marketing  of  the  permitted  intramam¬ 
mary  infusion  products  in  the  1-year  in¬ 
terim  is  limited  only  to  those  firms  now 
marketing  such  products.” 

The  industry  comments  demonstrate 
that  the  June  18,  1971  notice  adequately 
conveyed  the  Commissioner’s  intention 
to  permit  certification  and  marketing  for 
1  year  following  the  final  order,  after 
which  time  certification  would  cease. 

To  avoid  litigation  on  this  issue,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Commissioner  and  the  sponsors 
have  agreed  that  all  batches  manufac¬ 
tured  or  irrevocably  committed  to  manu¬ 
facture  prior  to  receipt  of  notice  of  tvith- 
drawal  of  certification  will  be  certified, 
and  the  sponsors  will  not  contest  the 
withdrawal  of  certification  services. 
This  agreement  does  not  prejudice  the 
right  of  the  sponsors  to  contest  this  no¬ 
tice  revoking  approval  of  the  products 
involved. 

The  sponsors  have  also  expressed  con¬ 
cern  about  expeditious  resolution  of 
any  issues  that  may  be  raised  in  objec¬ 
tions  filed  in  response  to  this  notice,  since 
certification  will  be  withdrawn  during 
this  period.  The  Commissioner  recog¬ 
nizes  that  this  is  a  valid  concern  and  will 
give  this  matter  a  high  priority  in  order 
to  avoid  delay. 

The  following  companies  hold  or  have 
held  effective  applications  for  certifica¬ 
tion  of  products  affected  by  this  notice. 
Each  entry  lists  the  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plication  number  assigned  to  the  product, 
the  formula  name,  and  the  applicable 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  170 — FRIDAY,  AUGUST  30,  1974 


NOTICES  31679 


monograph  regulation  in  21  CFR  Part 
146a: 

NADA  65-341;  Soxipent;  |  146a.57.  NADA 
65-342;  Soxipent  II;  §  146a,57.  Fort  Dodge 
Laboratories,  Division  of  American  Home 
Products  Corp.,  Fort  Dodge,  IA  50501. 

NADA  65-347;  HPX-28;  §  146a.57.  NADA 
65-348;  HPX-12;  §  146a.57.  Hamilton  Phar- 
macal  Co.,  1  Spring  St.,  RD  #2,  Hamilton,  NY 
13346,  Division  of  West  Agro-Chemical,  Inc., 
a  subsidiary  of  West  Chemical  Products,  Inc., 
42-16  West  St.,  Long  Island  City,  NY  11101. 

NADA  55-053;  Four-Dri;  §  146a.57.  NADA 
65-325;  3600;  8  146a.57.  NADA  65-326;  1400; 

§  146a.57.  NADA  65-327;  1900;  §  146a.57. 

NADA  65-328;  1800;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65-329; 
3500;  §  146a. 57.  NADA  65-340;  3800;  §  146a.57. 
NADA  65-344;  4401;  §  146a.57.  G.  C.  Hanford 
Mfg.  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1056,  Syracuse,  NY  13201. 

NADA  65-321;  Trilnstillin  III;  §  146a.62. 
NADA  65-322;  Trilnstillin  IV;  §  146a.62. 
Jensen-Salsbery  Laboratories,  Division  of 
Richardson-Merrlll,  Inc.,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64141. 

NADA  65-154;  84;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65-239; 
83;  §  146a. 62.  NADA  65-246;  90;  §  146a.57. 
NADA  65-255;  92;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65-304; 
801;  5  146a. 57.  NADA  65-306;  D96;  §  146a.62. 
NADA  65-307;  96;  §146a.62.  NADA  65-350;  99; 

§  146a.57.  NADA  66-351;  A-24;  §  146a.62. 

NADA  65-352;  A-25;  5  146a.57.  NADA  65-353; 
A-18;  §  146a. 62.  NADA  65-354;  A-19;  §  146a.- 
57.  NADA  65-359;  A-26;  5  146a.62.  NADA 
65-360;  A-27;  §  146a.67.  NADA  65-361;  A-29; 

§  146a.62.  NADA  65-366;  A-28;  §  146a.62. 

NADA  65-381;  A-32;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65-382; 
A-31;  5  146a. 57.  NADA  65-383;  A-34;  §  146a.- 
45.  NADA  65-385;  A-35;  §  146a.57.  NADA  65- 
386;  A-36;  §  146a.57.  NADA  65-387;  A-37; 

§  146a.62.  NADA  65-388;  A-38;  §  146a.57. 

NADA  65-392;  A-40;  |  146a.62.  NADA  65-397; 
A-41;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65-401;  A-43;  §  146a.- 
57.  NADA  65-414;  A-45;  §  146a.62.  NADA  65- 
416;  A-47;  S  146a.62.  NADA  65-438;  A-50; 

8  146a. 62.  NADA  65-444;  A-52;  S  146a.62. 

Mastl-Kure  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  166  Yantic 

St.,  Norwich,  CT  06360. 

NADA  65-059;  Altapen;  §  146a.45.  Norwich 
Pharmacal  Co.,  Division  of  Morton-Norwich 
Products,  Inc.,  13-27  Eaton  Ave.,  Norwich, 
NY  13815. 

NADA  65-403;  §  146a.45.  NADA  65-404; 

PST;  8  146a. 67.  NADA  65-405;  PNT;  §  146a.62. 
NADA  65-417;  POG;  8  146a.45.  NADA  66-418; 
PNG;  §  146a. 62.  NADA  65-419;  PSG;  §  146a.67. 
NADA  65-425;  HPIS;  §  146a.57.  NADA  66-426; 
PNR;  §  146a. 62.  NADA  65-427;  PSS;  §  146a.57. 
NADA  65-442;  PND;  §  146a.62.  Pharm-House, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  298,  Mechanic  Street,  Hope 
Valley,  RI  02832. 

NADA  65-316;  TRUE  Mast-Matic;  §  146a.62. 
NADA  65-317;  Sul  Mycin-H;  S  146a.62.  NADA 
65-318;  #6;  §  146a.62.  NADA  66-319;  #12; 

5  146a. 62.  NADA  65-320;  #1;  §  146a.57.  Philips 
Roxane,  Inc.,  2621  North  Belt  Highway,  St. 
Joseph,  MO  64502. 

NADA  65-362;  1272;  I  146a.57.  NADA  65- 
863;  1272-A;  §  146a.67.  NADA  65-367; 

1260-A  §  146a. 57.  NADA  65-368;  1260; 

§  146a.57.  NADA  65-369;  2872;  8  146a.57. 

NADA  65-407;  12175;  8  146a.62.  Rhineclifl 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  723  East  Manchester  Ave., 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90001. 

NADA  65-007;  Metablotic  Foam;  8  146a.57. 
NADA  65-074;  Metablotic  Infusion;  §  146a.57. 
Schering  Corp.,  Galloping  Hill  Rd„  Kenil¬ 
worth,  NJ  07033. 

NADA  65-331;  Triples;  8  146a.57.  Universal 
Cooperatives,  Inc.,  Ill  Glamorgan  St.,  Al¬ 
liance,  OH  44601. 

NADA  65-430;  Biocort  II;  8  146a.l28.  NADA 
65-447;  Blohiast;  §  146a.57.  The  Upjohn  Co., 
Kalamazoo,  MI  49001. 

Section  108(b)(2)  of  Public  Law  90- 
399  provides  that  any  approval,  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  the  Animal  Drug 
Amendments  of  1968,  of  a  new  animal 


drug  through  approval  of  a  new  drug 
application,  master  file,  antibiotic  reg¬ 
ulation,  or  food  additive  regulation  con¬ 
tinues  in  effect  until  withdrawn.  Many 
such  approvals  were  made  long  ago  and 
may  never  have  been  used  by  the  holder 
of  the  approval.  Consequently,  the  cur¬ 
rent  files  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  may  be  incomplete  and  may  fail 
to  reflect  the  existence  of  some  ap¬ 
provals.  While  the  act  requires  the  Com¬ 
missioner  to  revoke  antibiotic  mono¬ 
graphs  that  do  not  conform  to  statutory 
requirements,  there  can  never  be  assur¬ 
ance  that  all  prior  approvals  have  been 
noted.  The  burden  of  coming  forward 
with  proof  of  an  unnamed  approval  in 
such  circumstances  is  therefore  properly 
placed  on  the  holder  so  as  to  permit  de¬ 
finitive  revocation  or  amendment  of  the 
regulations. 

The  Commissioner  knows  of  no  ap¬ 
provals  affected  by  this  proposal  other 
than  those  named  herein.  Any  person 
who  intends  to  assert  or  rely  on  such  an 
approval  that  is  not  listed  in  this  notice 
shall  submit  proof  of  its  existence  within 
the  period  allowed  by  this  notice  for  op¬ 
portunity  to  request  a  hearing.  The  fail¬ 
ure  of  any  person  holding  such  an  ap¬ 
proval  to  submit  proof  of  its  existence 
within  that  period  shall  constitute  a 
waiver  of  any  right  to  assert  or  rely  on 
it.  In  the  event  that  proof  of  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  such  an  approval  is  presented, 
this  notice  shall  also  constitute  a  notice 
of  opportunity  for  hearing  with  respect 
to  that  approval  pursuant  to  the  same 
requirements  as  for  the  approvals  named 
in  this  notice. 

In  respect  to  fixed  combination  drugs, 
section  512  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  requires  that  each  in¬ 
gredient  designated  as  active  in  any  new 
animal  drug  combination  must  make  a 
contribution  to  the  effect  in  the  manner 
claimed  or  suggested  in  the  labeling,  and, 
if  in  the  absence  of  express  labeling 
claims  of  advantages  for  the  combina¬ 
tion  such  a  product  purports  to  be  better 
than  either  component  alone,  it  must  be 
established  that  the  new  animal  drug 
has  that  purported  effectiveness.  The  re¬ 
quirement  of  effectiveness  includes  the 
requirement  that  the  most  effective  level 
for  each  component  be  used.  In  the  case 
of  drug  combinations  for  concurrent 
therapy,  the  requirement  of  effectiveness 
also  includes  the  requirement  that  the 
dosage  of  each  component  is  such  that 
the  combination  is  safe  and  effective  for 
a  population  of  significant  size  specifi¬ 
cally  described  in  the  labeling  requiring 
such  concurrent  therapy. 

Insufficient  data  have  been  submitted 
to  demonstrate  the  effectiveness  of  these 
fixed  combination  products  compared 
with  the  effectiveness  of  the  individual 
ingredients,  or  to  demonstrate  that  they 
are  otherwise  in  accord  with  the  require¬ 
ments  for  fixed  combination  drugs  as  set 
forth  in  21  CFR  135.4a(b)  (8)  (v)  and 
this  notice. 

On  the  basis  of  all  the  data  and  in¬ 
formation  available  to  him,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  is  unaware  of  any  adequate 
and  well-controlled  clinical  investigation, 
conducted  by  experts  qualified  by  scien¬ 


tific  training  and  experience,  meeting 
the  requirements  of  section  512  of  the  act 
(21  U.S.C.  360b)  and  21  CFR  135.4a(b) 

(8)  (v) ,  demonstrating  the  effectiveness 
of  these  combination  drug  products. 

Therefore,  notice  is  given  to  the  hold¬ 
ers  of  the  approvals  of  the  products  listed 
above  and  to  all  other  interested  persons 
that  the  Commissioner  proposes  to  is¬ 
sue  an  order  under  section  512^e)  of  the 
act  (21  U.S.C.  360b(e))  and  under  sec¬ 
tion  108(b)  of  Public  Law  90-399,  with¬ 
drawing  approval  of  the  products  listed 
above  on  the  ground  that  new  informa¬ 
tion  before  him  with  respect  to  the  drug 
products,  evaluated  together  with  the 
evidence  available  to  him  at  the  time  of 
the  approval  of  the  products,  shows  there 
is  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  that  the 
drug  products  will  have  the  effect  they 
purport  or  are  represented  to  have  under 
the  conditions  of  use  prescribed,  recom¬ 
mended,  or  suggested  in  the  labeling,  in 
that  there  is  a  lack  of  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  that  these  products  are  effective 
as  fixed  combinations. 

In  addition  to  the  grounds  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  of  approvals  stated 
above,  this  notice  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  encompasses  all  issues  relating 
to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug  products 
subject  to  it,  e.g.,  any  contention  that  any 
such  product  is  not  a  new  animal  drug 
within  the  meaning  of  section  201  (sw) 
of  the  act. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  512  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360b). 
section  108  of  Public  Law  90-399,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  (21 
CFR  3.517  and  21  CFR  Part  135),  the 
holders  of  approvals  for  the  drug  prod¬ 
ucts  named  above  and  all  other  persons 
subject  to  this  notice  are  hereby  given 
an  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to  show  why 
approvals  of  the  products  should  not  be 
withdrawn  and  the  applicable  mono¬ 
graphs  and  related  regulations  amended 
or  revoked  in  accordance  with  this  pro¬ 
posal,  and  an  opportunity  to  raise,  for 
administrative  determination,  all  issues 
related  to  the  legal  status  of  the  drug 
products  named  above.  Any  other  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  also  submit  comments 
on  this  notice  within  the  time  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  requirements  specified  in 
this  notice. 

The  holder  of  an  approval  and  any 
other  person  subject  to  this  notice  shall 
file  on  or  before  September  30,  1974,  a 
written  appearance  electing  whether  to 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing,  or  not  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing.  Such  written 
appearance  shall  give  the  reason  why 
the  approval  should  not  be  withdrawn, 
together  with  a  well-organized  and  full- 
factual  analysis  of  the  clinical  and  other 
investigational  data  in  support  of  the 
opposition  to  the  Commissioner’s  pro¬ 
posal. 

Such  analysis  shall  include  all  proto¬ 
cols  and  underlying  raw  data  and  shall 
be  submitted  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  21  CFR  314.200(c)  (2)  and 
(d),  which  are  hereby  made  applicable 
to  this  notice  by  reference.  Wherever  in 
21  CFR  314.200(d)  reference  is  made  to 
the  requirements  of  21  CFR  3.86,  that 
reference  shall  be  deemed,  for  the  pur- 
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poses  of  this  notice,  to  be  a  reference  to 
the  requirements  for  combination  drug 
products  as  expressed  in  21  CFR  135.4a 
(b)  (8)  (v)  and  this  notice. 

The  failure  of  the  holder  of  an  ap¬ 
proval  or  any  other  person  subject  to 
this  notice  to  file  timely  written  appear¬ 
ance  and  request  for  hearing  as  required 
by  21  CFR  135.15  constitutes  an  election 
by  such  person  not  to  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  for  a  hearing  concerning  the 
action  proposed  with  the  respect  to  such 
drug  products  and  a  waiver  of  any  con¬ 
tentions  concerning  the  legal  status  of 
any  such  drug  product.  Any  such  drug 
product  may  not  thereafter  lawfully  be 
marketed. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing 
there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue 
of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  When  it 
clearly  appears  from  the  data  submitted 
and  from  the  reasons  and  a  factual 
analysis  in  the  request  for  the  hearing 
that  no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
fact  precludes  the  withdrawal  of  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  drug  products  and  revoca¬ 
tion  or  amendment  of  the  underlying 
monographs  (for  example,  no  adequate 
and  well-controlled  clinical  investiga¬ 
tions  to  support  the  claims  of  effective¬ 
ness  have  been  identified) ,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  enter  summary  judgment 
against  the  person(s)  who  requests  the 
hearing,  making  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  denying  a  hearing,  and  the  ap¬ 
plicable  regulations  will  be  immediately 
revoked  or  amended  consistent  with  such 
determination  without  further  opportu¬ 
nity  for  objection  or  hearing. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  (HFC-20),  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

All  submissions  pursuant  to  this  notice, 
except  for  data  and  information  pro¬ 
hibited  from  public  disclosure  pursuant 
to  section  301  (j)  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C. 
331  (j ) )  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be  seen 
in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of 
the  Federal  Recister  is  a  proposal  to  re¬ 
voke  or  amend  the  monographs  under¬ 
lying  approvals  of  the  drug  products 
named  in  this  notice,  and  their  corre¬ 
sponding  methods-of -assay  and  food- 
additive  regulations. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  409,  507,  512,  701;  52 
Stat.  1055-1056  as  amended;  59  Stat.  463 
as  amended;  72  Stat.  1785-1788  as 
amended;  82  Stat.  343-351;  21  U.S.C.  348, 
357,  360b,  371)  and  the  Animal  Drug 
Amendments  of  1968  (sec.  108(b)  82  Stat. 
353)  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120). 

Dated:  August  23,  1974. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance . 

[FR  Doc.74-20122  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

OFFICE  OF  THE  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 
FOR  HEALTH 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  1  in  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department,  Chapter  IN, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health,  Section  1N-B,  Organization  and 
Functions,  is  amended  to  add  Long  Term 
Care  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health’s  Aging  responsibilities  to  the 
Office  of  Nursing  Home  Affairs  and  to 
create  two  divisions  within  the  Office  of 
Nursing  Home  Affairs. 

The  current  statement  for  the  Office  of 
Nursing  Home  Affairs,  located  in  Sec¬ 
tion  1N-B,  Organization  and  Functions, 
is  deleted  in  its  entirety  and  replaced 
with  the  following: 

Office  of  Nursing  Home  Affairs  ( 1N08 ) . 
The  Office  of  Nursing  Home  Affairs 
serves  as  the  Departmental  and  PHS  fo¬ 
cal  point  for  Long  Term  Care  (LTC)  and 
nursing  home  affairs  and  serves  as  the 
focal  point  for  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health’s  responsibilities  in  Depart¬ 
mental  programs  on  aging. 

In  providing  policy  direction  and  co¬ 
ordination  of  LTC  activities  throughout 
the  Department,  ONHA  deals  directly 
with  the  HEW  Regional  Offices,  the  OS 
and  with  the  headquarters  elements  of 
SSA,  SRS,  and  Human  Development 
(AOA).  Within  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  the  ONHA:  monitors  and  coordinates 
the  LTC  activities,  reviews  plans  and 
objectives  for  conformance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  LTC  requirements,  and  stimulates 
needed  LTC  activities. 

Division  of  Standards  Enforcement 
Coordination  (1N0803) .  The  Division  is 
responsible  for  coordinating  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  effort  in  enforcing  Federal  stand¬ 
ards  for  Long  Term  Care.  The  Division: 
(1)  Is  instrumental  in  developing  LTC 
Standards  Enforcement  policies  and  pro¬ 
cedures  to  assure  consistent  application 
of  LTC  standards  enforcement  through¬ 
out  the  Department;  (2)  assures  dis¬ 
semination  to  and  implementation  of 
PHS  Long  Term  Care  policies  in  the 
health  programs  for  which  the  Federal 
Government  has  responsibility;  (3)  mon¬ 
itors  Regional  Office  progress  in  assuring 
correction  of  deficiencies  found  in  LTC 
facilities;  (4)  provides  policy  interpre¬ 
tation  and  clarification  to  the  Regional 
Directors  and  other  Department  officials; 
(5)  receives  and  analyzes  regional  re¬ 
ports  and  data  on  survey/certification 
activities  and  develops  plans  for  cor¬ 
rective  action,  as  necessary;  (6)  reports 
on  the  progress  of  implementation  of 
LTC  standards  and  regulations. 

Division  of  Policy  Development 
( 1N0805 ) .  The  Division  is  responsible  for 
the  coordination  and  development  of  De¬ 
partmental  and  PHS  policy  in  the  area 
of  long  term  care,  and  nursing  home 
affairs.  The  Division:  (1)  Interprets  and 
clarifies  policy;  (2)  develops  policy  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Health  on  LTC,  Aging,  and  nurs¬ 
ing  home  care;  (3)  assures  that  policies 


developed  in  DHEW  that  impact  on  LTC 
and  LTC  facilities  deal  with  quality  as¬ 
surance  and  facility  improvement;  (4) 
assures  evaluation  of  the  effectiveness 
of  PHS  long  term  care  programs;  (5)  as¬ 
sures  that  all  PHS  efforts  involved  with 
LTC  and  LTC  facilities  Include  quality 
assurance  and  facility  improvement. 

Dated:  August  22, 1974. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.74-20154  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

Extension  of  Time  for  Public  Review  and 
Comment 

On  page  22975  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  June  25,  1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  a  Notice  of  Receipt  by  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  of  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  issued 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  for  “The  Seasons,” 
a  proposed  ten-story  highrise  apartment 
building  at  1755  Que  St.,  NW,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

The  Notice  of  Receipt  said  that  under 
Council  guidelines,  the  minimum  period 
for  public  review  and  comment  on  the 
draft  environmental  impact  statement  is 
forty-five  (45)  days  from  the  Federal 
Register  notice  of  availability  (August  5, 
1974).  The  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  hereby  gives  notice 
that  the  time  for  public  review  and  com¬ 
ment  is  extended  to  September  20,  1974. 

Some  comments  already  received  indi¬ 
cated  an  interest  in  a  public  hearing. 
This  Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  for 
Public  Review  and  Comment  hereby  ad¬ 
vises  all  interested  parties  that  no  public 
hearing  Is  planned  and  that  all  com¬ 
ments  must  be  in  writing  and  otherwise 
in  conformity  with  existing  regulations. 

Harry  W.  Staller, 

Area  Director, 

Washington,  D.C.,  Area  Office. 
[FR  Doc.74-20119  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[COD  74-206] 

BOATING  SAFETY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

This  is  to  give  notice  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2) ,  dated  October  6, 1972  that 
the  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  will  conduct  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  on  Thursday  and  Friday,  September 
19-20,  1974  in  Room  3201,  Trans  Point 
Building,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Head¬ 
quarters,  2100  First  Street,  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  beginning  at  9 : 00  a.m. 

The  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council 
is  a  21 -member  Council  authorized  by 
section  33  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act 
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of  1971.  The  Council  must  be  consulted 
by  the  Coast  Guard  in  establishing  a 
need  for  formulating  and  prescribing 
regulations  which  establish  minimum 
safety  standards  for  boats  and  associ¬ 
ated  equipment.  In  addition,  the  Coast 
Guard  is  required  to  consult  with  the 
Council  on  any  other  major  boat  safety 
matter  related  to  the  Act. 

The  agenda  for  the  September  19-20 
meeting  consists  of  the  following: 

A  discussion  of  the  proposed  revision 
of  the  Manufacturers’  Certification  of 
Compliance  regulation,  the  proposed 
Fuel  and  Electrical  Systems  standards,  a 
live  demonsrtation  on  small  boat  capac¬ 
ity,  a  report  on  the  visual  distress  signal 
study  and  an  update  on  the  Coast 
Guard’s  Boating  Safety  Program. 

Any  member  of  the  public  who  wishes 
to  do  so  may  file  a  written  statement 
with  the  committee,  before  or  after  the 
meeting,  or  may  present  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  with  the  advance  approval  of  the 
Chairman. 

Interested  persons  may  request  addi¬ 
tional  information  concerning  the  Sep¬ 
tember  18-20  meeting  and  other  matters 
relating  to  the  Boating  Safety  Advisory 
Council  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  section  10(b), 
dated  October  6,  1972)  from  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director,  Boating  Safety  Advisory 
Council,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters 
(G-BR  TRPT) ,  Washington,  D.C.  20590 
or  by  calling  (202)  426-4176. 

Dated:  August  26,  1974. 

John  F.  Thompson, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Boating 
Safety . 

(FR  Doc.74-20074  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[COD  74-207] 

BOATING  SAFETY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL; 

CERTIFICATION  REVISION  SUBCOM¬ 
MITTEE 

Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

A  Subcommittee  of  the  Boating  Safety 
Advisory  Council  will  meet  on  Wednes¬ 
day,  September  18,  1974,  in  Room  4315, 
Trans  Point  Building,  2100  First  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  beginning  at 
1:30  p.m. 

The  Subcommittee  as  authorized  by 
the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of  1971  was 
established  to  review  current  and  antici¬ 
pated  future  problems  with  the  present 
Certification  of  Compliance  regulation 
and  to  recommend  changes  to  the  Coun¬ 
cil.  The  Subcommittee  will  consist  of 
BSAC  members. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

Dated:  August  26, 1974. 

John  F.  Thompson, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Boating  Safety. 

[FR Doc.74-20075  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

INTERIM  STANDARD  MICROWAVE 
LANDING  SYSTEM 

Notice  of  System  Selection 
On  May  22,  1973,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  issued  a  Notice  of 
Policy  Decision  on  the  selection  of  an 
Interim  Standard  Microwave  Landing 
System  (ISMLS).  This  Notice  was  car¬ 
ried  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  5, 
1973,  and  stated  that  in  consideration  of 
comments  received  in  response  to  the 
related  Invitation  for  Comments,  “  *  •  * 
the  FAA  intends  to  proceed  with  the 
selection  of  an  Interim  Standard  Micro- 
wave  Landing  System  using  a  per¬ 
formance  specification  for  that  purpose. 
Bidder  evaluation  criteria  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  in  keeping  with  the  desired  system 
capabilities  stressed  by  the  respondents 
to  the  Invitation  for  Comments.” 

“In  accordance  with  this  decision  the 
FAA  will  issue  a  Request  for  Proposals 
(RFP)  using  a  performance  specification 
as  its  basis.” 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  Issued  a  Request 
for  Proposal  (RFP  WA5S-3-0942)  on 
May  30, 1973,  subsequently  conducted  an 
associated  technical  and  economic  eval¬ 
uation  of  the  proposals  received,  and  con¬ 
ducted  flight  test  evaluations  of  all  the 
proposed  off-the-shelf  equipments  at 
Richmond  International  Airport,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  As  a  result  of  this  evaluation,  Con¬ 
tract  No.  DOT  FA74WA-3490  was  en¬ 
tered  into  with  Tull  Aviation  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

The  FAA  is  hereby  designating  the  sys¬ 
tem  manufactured  by  Tull  Aviation 
Corporation,  4  Kaysal  Court,  Armonk, 
New  York  10504,  as  the  interim  standard 
microwave  landing  system.  Tull  Aviation 
has  agreed  with  the  FAA  to  grant  roy¬ 
alty-free  licenses  in  their  technical  data 
for  manufacture,  sale  and  use  only 
within  the  United  States,  its  territories 
and  possessions,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Canal  Zone.  Li- 
censees'under  the  technical  data  only  will 
be  required  to  indemnify  purchasers  and 
users  of  equipment  manufactured  from 
this  data  against  liability  from  patent  in¬ 
fringement  arising  from  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  sale  of  the  interim  standard 
microwave  landing  system.  The  data  will 
be  available  from  Tull  Aviation  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  the  cost  of  reproduction  and 
handling. 

Tull  Aviation  Corporation  claims  that 
its  system  is  covered  by  one  or  more 
pending  patent  applications  and  one  or 
more  of  the  following  United  States 
patents: 

(1)  3,715,757  System  for  Guidance 

(2)  3,733,553  Receiver  for  Pulse  Modulated 
Signals 

(3)  3,754,262  Guidance  System 

(4)  3,774,214  Scanning  Beam 

The  FAA  takes  no  position  on  the 
scope,  coverage  or  validity  of  these 
patents  or  any  patents  that  may  result 


from  any  pending  applications.  In  order 
that  the  Interim  Standard  Microwave 
Landing  System  (ISMLS)  shall  be  read¬ 
ily  available  on  a  competitive  basis  and 
at  reasonable  cost,  the  FAA  has  also  ob¬ 
tained  an  agreement  from  Tuff  Aviation 
Corporation  which  provides  for  the 
granting  on  reasonable  terms,  of  non¬ 
exclusive  licenses  for  ISMLS  manufac¬ 
ture,  use,  and  sale  within  the  United 
States,  its  territories  and  possessions,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
the  Canal  Zone,  of  the  equipment 
claimed  to  be  covered  by  the  patents  and 
pending  applications. 

Copies  of  both  agreements  will  be  made 
available  to  interested  persons  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Rules  Docket,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591.  All  requests  for  technical  data 
licenses  thereunder,  and  licenses  under 
patents  and  patent  applications  shall  be 
made  directly  to  Tull  Aviation  Corpora¬ 
tion,  4  Kaysal  Court,  Armonk,  New  York 
10504. 

Notification  of  Interim  Standard  Mi¬ 
crowave  Landing  System  operational  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  as  proposed  amendments 
to  FAR  Part  171.  These  amendments  will 
ing  assistance  wherever  a  microwave  ap¬ 
proved  system:  i.e.,  the  Tull  System  or 
any  other  system  subsequently  approved, 
which  meets  these  operational  require¬ 
ments  in  order  to  qualify  for  ADAP  fund¬ 
ing  assistance  wherever  a  microwave  ap¬ 
proach  system  is  planned.  The  FAA  will 
also  undertake  the  development  of  facil¬ 
ity  establishment  criteria  for  use  when 
planning  interim  microwave  landing 
systems. 

As  previously  stated  in  the  Notice  of 
Policy  Decision  issued  May  22,  1973,  the 
FAA  intends  the  ISMLS  for  limited  ap¬ 
plication  and  use  “at  locations  where 
a  VHF/UHF  ILS  will  not  perform  in  an 
effective  manner,  or  where  the  needs  for 
low  approach  service  would  be  better 
met  by  the  use  of  the  interim  standard 
(system).”  Further,  the  May  22  Policy 
Decision  expressed  the  FAA’s  position 
that  “*  *  *  limited  application  of  the 
interim  standard  microwave  landing 
system  will  not  detract  from  the  Na¬ 
tional  MLS  Program.” 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
August  13, 1974. 

James  E.  Dow, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-20124  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Dockets  Noe.  STN  50-508,  STN  50-509] 

WASHINGTON  PUBUC  POWER  SUPPLY 
SYSTEM,  ET  AL. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction  Per¬ 
mits  and  Facility  Licenses;  Time  for  Sub¬ 
mission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 

Washington  Public  Power  Supply  Sys¬ 
tem,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  four  investor- 
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owned  electric  utilities,  Pacific  Power  and 
Light  Company,  Portland  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  Puget  Sound  PowTer  and 
Light  Company,  and  The  Washington 
Water  Power  Company,  (the  applicants) 
pursuant  to  section  103  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  (Preliminary  Safety  Analysis 
Report,  General  and  Financial  Informa¬ 
tion  and  Antitrust)  which  was  docketed 
on  August  2,  1974,  for  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  a  generating  unit 
utilizing  a  pressurized  water  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  designated  as  the  WPPSS  Nuclear 
Project  No.  3;  and  in  which  Washington 
Public  Power  Supply  System  (the  appli¬ 
cant)  ,  on  behalf  of  itself,  requests 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
a  generating  unit  utilizing  a  pressurized 
water  nuclear  reactor  designated  as  the 
WPPSS  Nuclear  Project  No.  5.  The  appli¬ 
cation  was  tendered  on  March  5,  1974. 
Following  a  preliminary  review  for  com¬ 
pleteness,  the  application  (including  the 
Environmental  Report)  was  rejected  on 
April  15,  1974  for  lack  of  sufficient  infor¬ 
mation.  The  applicants  submitted  a  re¬ 
vised  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report 
(application)  on  July  15,  1974,  and  the 
application  was  found  to  be  acceptable 
for  docketing.  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-508 
and  STN  50-509  have  been  assigned  to 
the  application  and  they  should  be  refer¬ 
enced  in  any  correspondence  relating  to 
the  application.  The  applicants  will  sub¬ 
mit  a  revised  Environmental  Report  on 
August  15,  1974.  When  the  revised 
Environmental  Report  is  found  to  be 
acceptable,  a  notice  of  availability  of  the 
Environmental  Report  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  application  has  been  filed  uti¬ 
lizing  the  “reference  system”  option  of 
the  Commission’s  standardization  policy 
for  nuclear  power  plants,  wherein  a 
standard  design  that  involves  a  major 
fraction  of  a  nuclear  facility  may  be 
referenced  in  license  applications.  This 
application  references  the  standard  nu¬ 
clear  steam  supply  system  design  of  Com¬ 
bustion  Engineering’s  Standard  Safety 
Analysis  Report  (CESSAR),  Docket  No. 
STN  50-470,  which  is  currently  under 
staff  review.  The  proposed  nuclear 
facilities  are  to  be  located  on  Washington 
Public  Power  Supply  System’s  site  in 
Grays  Harbor  County,  Washington, 
about  26  miles  west  of  Olympia.  Each 
unit  is  to  be  designed  for  initial  opera¬ 
tion  at  3800  megawatts  thermal,  and  an 
electrical  output  of  approximately  1300 
megawatts. 

A  Notice  of  Hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  is  being  pub¬ 
lished  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C,  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  October  22,  1974.  The  request 
should  be  filed  in  connection  with  Docket 
Nos.  STN  50-508-A  and  STN  50-509-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 


Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  and  at  the 
W.  H.  Abel  Memorial  Library,  125  Main 
Street,  South,  Montesano,  Washington 
98563. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
6th  day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors, 
Project  Branch  1-3,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-19341  Filed  8-22-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-454—50-457] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  and  Order  for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of  COMMONWEALTH 
EDISON  COMPANY,  (Byron  Station, 
Units  1  and  2  and  Braidwood  Station, 
Units  1  and  2). 

Take  notice  that  in  the  subject  pro¬ 
ceeding  for  the  Byron  Station,  Units  1 
and  2,  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  hereby 
scheduled  to  take  place  beginning  on 
September  4,  1974,  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  environmental,  site  suit¬ 
ability  and  limited  work  authorization 
ma iters.  Limited  appearances  will  be 
dealt  with  at  the  start  of  the  hearing. 
Said  hearing  shall  commence  at  10:00 
a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  101-B,  Winne¬ 
bago  County  Courthouse,  400  West  State 
Street,  Rockford,  Illinois  61101. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
26th  day  of  August,  1974. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board. 

Carl  W.  Schwarz, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.74-20130  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-271] 

VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  8 
to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
28  issued  to  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear 
Power  Corporation  which  revised  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station, 
located  near  Vernon,  Vermont.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  incorporates  a  sur¬ 
veillance  requirement  to  remove  a  neu¬ 
tron  flux  dosimeter  during  the  first  re¬ 
fueling  outage  (Fall  1974)  rather  than 
the  third  refueling  outage  and  makes 
changes  to  conform  with  recent  ASTM 
requirements  for  neutron  flux  material 
samples. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 


sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  July  25,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  8  to  License  No.  DPR-28, 
with  Change  No.  19,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  concurrently  issued  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Brooks  Memorial  Library  at 
224  Main  Street,  Brattleboro,  Vermont 
05301.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  .to 
the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing — Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
23rd  day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-20129  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-285] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  3  to 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-40 
issued  to  Omaha  Public  Power  District 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Fort  Calhoun  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  1,  located  in  Washington 
County,  Nebraska.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  changes  to 
the  Technical  Specifications  to  provide 
for  extension  of  time  interval  for  refuel¬ 
ing  shutdown  and  instrument  and  elec¬ 
trical  surveillance  and  limited  flexibility 
for  scheduling  of  surveillance  functions. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act)  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Ch.  I, 
which  are  set  forth  in  the  license  amend¬ 
ment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  July  30,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  3  to  License  No.  DPR-40, 
with  any  attachments,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Blair  Public 
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Library,  1665  Lincoln  Street,  Blair,  Ne¬ 
braska  68008. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Deputy 
Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing  Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
23rd  day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Directorate  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-20131  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS;  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
COMANCHE  PEAK  STEAM  ELECTRIC 
STATION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
section  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards’  Subcommittee  on  the  Comanche 
Peak  Station  project  will  hold  a  meeting 
on  September  18,  1974,  in  Conference 
Rooms  1  &  2  of  the  Holiday  Inn  at  3005 
Airport  Freeway,  Bedford,  Texas  (near 
the  Ft.  Worth-Dallas  International  Air¬ 
port).  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will 
be  to  begin  the  Committee’s  formal  re¬ 
view  of  a  proposal  to  issue  a  Construction 
Permit  for  this  facility.  The  Comanche 
Peak  Units  1  &  2  are  located  in  Somervell 
County,  Texas  about  40  miles  SW  of  Fort 
Worth  and  approximately  4*4  miles 
north  of  Glen  Rose,  Texas. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public: 

Wednesday,  September  18,  1974 — 9  a.m.- 
4:30  p.m. 

The  Subcommittee  will  hear  presentations 
by  Regulatory  Staff  and  personnel  of  Texas 
Utilities  Generating  Company  and  their  rep¬ 
resentatives  and  hold  discussions  with  these 
groups  pertinent  to  issuance  of  a  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  for  this  facUity. 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
item,  the  Subcommittee  will  hold  an 
executive  session  beginning  at  8:30  a.m. 
which  will  involve  a  discussion  of  its  pre¬ 
liminary  views,  and  an  executive  session 
at  the  end  of  the  day,  consisting  of  an 
exchange  of  opinions  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  members  present  and  internal  delib¬ 
erations  for  the  purpose  of  formulation 
of  recommendations  to  the  ACRS.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  .  Subcommittee  may  hold 
closed  sessions  with  the  Regulatory  Staff 
and  Applicant  to  discuss  privileged  in¬ 
formation  relating  to  fuel  design  and 
performance,  if  necessary. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  the  executive  sessions  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  and  end  of  the  meeting  will  con¬ 
sist  of  an  exchange  of  opinions  and  for¬ 
mulation  of  recommendations,  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  which,  if  written,  would  fall 
within  exemption  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 


and  that  closed  sessions  may  be  held,  if 
necessary,  to  discuss  certain  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  fuel  design  and  perform¬ 
ance  which  is  privileged  and  falls  within 
exemption  (4)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 

Any  non-exempt  material  that  will  be 
discussed  during  the  above  closed  ses¬ 
sions  wall  be  inextricably  intertwined 
with  exempt  material,  and  no  further 
separation  of  this  material  is  considered 
practical. 

It  is  essential  to  close  such  portions  of 
the  meeting  to  protect  such  privileged 
information  and  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  agency  or  Com¬ 
mittee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business,  in¬ 
cluding  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  item 
may  do  so  by  mailing  25  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  September  11, 
1974  to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545.  Such  comments  shall 
be  based  upon  the  Comanche  Peak 
Steam  Electric  Station  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  Report  and  related  docu¬ 
ments  on  file  (Dockets  50-445-CP  and 
50-446-CP)  and  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545  and 
the  Somervell  County  Public  Library,  On 
the  Square  (P.O.  Box  417),  Glen  Rose, 
Texas  76043. 

(b)  Those  persons  submitting  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  may  request  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  oral  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  written  statement.  Such  requests 
shall  accompany  the  written  statement 
and  shall  set  forth  reasons  justifying  the 
need  for  such  oral  statement  and  its 
usefulness  to  the  Subcommittee.  To  the 
extent  that  the  time  available  for  the 
meeting  permits,  the  Subcommittee  will 
receive  oral  statements  during  a  period 
of  no  more  than  30  minutes  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time,  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee,  during  the  afternoon 
portion  of  the  meeting. 

(c)  Requests  for  the  opportunity  to 
make  oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
who  is  empowered  to  apportion  the  time 
available  among  those  selected  by  him 
to  make  oral  statements. 

(d)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  or  re¬ 
scheduled  and  in  regard  to  the  Chair¬ 
man’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  oral  statements,  and 
the  time  allotted,  can  be  obtained  by  a 
prepaid  telephone  call  on  September  17, 


1974  to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Committee  (telephone  301- 
973-5651)  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:15 
pjn.,  e.d.t. 

(C)  Questions  may  be  propounded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcommittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(f)  Seating  for  the  public  will  be 
available  on  a  first-come,  first-serve 
basis. 

(g)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(h)  Persons  desiring  to  attend  por¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  where  proprietary 
information  is  to  be  discussed  may  do  so 
by  providing  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545,  7  days  prior  to  the  meeting, 
a  copy  of  an  executed  agreement  with 
the  owner  of  the  proprietary  informa¬ 
tion  to  safeguard  this  material. 

(i)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  during  the  following 
workday  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  N.W.,  and  within  nine  days  at 
the  Somervell  County  Public  Library,  On 
the  Square  (P.O.  Box  417),  Glen  Rose, 
Texas  76043.  Copies  of  the  transcript 
may  be  reproduced  in  the  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room  or  may  be  obtained  from  Ace 
Federal  Reporters,  Inc.,  415  Second 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20002 
(telephone  202-547-6222)  upon  payment 
of  appropriate  charges. 

(j)  On  request,  copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545 
after  December  18,  1974.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

John  C.  Ryan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.74-20192  FUed  8-29-74;4:41  pm] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-482] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
KANSAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station,  Unit  No.  1; 
Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permit  and  Operating  License;  Avail¬ 
ability  of  Applicants’  Environmental  Re¬ 
port;  Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on 
Antitrust  Matters 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and 
Kansas  City  Power  and  Light  Company 
(the  applicants) ,  pursuant  to  section  103 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  have  filed  an  application, 
which  was  docketed  May  17,  1974,  for 
authorization  to  construct  and  operate 
a  generating  unit  utilizing  a  standardized 
pressurized  water  reactor.  The  applica¬ 
tion  was  tendered  on  April  1,  1974.  Fol- 
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lowing  a  preliminary  review  for  com¬ 
pleteness,  the  application  was  accepted 
on  May  10,  1974,  for  docketing. 

This  application  has  been  docketed 
under  one  of  the  options  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  standardization  policy  for  nuclear 
power  plants.  The  applicable  option  in¬ 
volves  a  limited  number  of  duplicate 
plants  to  be  constructed  within  a  limited 
time  span  by  a  utility  or  group  of  utilities. 
Docket  No.  STN  50-482  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  should  be 
referenced  in  any  correspondence  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  application.  The  other  dupli¬ 
cate  plants  are:  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483 
and  STN  50-486  involving  an  applica¬ 
tion  by  Union  Electric  Company  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  the  Callaway  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  to  be  located  in  Callaway 
County,  Missouri;  Docket  Nos.  STN  50- 
484  and  STN  50-487  involving  an  appli¬ 
cation  by  Northern  States  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  a  Minnesota  corporation,  and 
Northern  States  Power  Company,  a  Wis¬ 
consin  corporation,  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  the  Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units 
1  and  2  to  be  located  in  Dunn  County, 
Wisconsin,  and  Docket  No.  STN  50-485 
involving  an  application  by  Rochester 
Gas  and  Electric  Corporation  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  the  Sterling  Power 
Project  Nuclear  Unit  1  to  be  located  in 
Cayuga  County,  New  York. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facility,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  applicants  as  the  Wolf 
Creek  Generating  Station  Unit  No.  1,  is 
located  approximately  3.6  miles  east  of 
the  Neosho  River  and  the  spillway  at  the 
John  Redmond  Reservoir  in  Coffey 
County,  Kansas,  approximately  3.5  miles 
northeast  of  Burlington,  Kansas,  and  is 
designed  for  initial  operation  at  approxi¬ 
mately  3411  megawatts  (thermal),  with 
a  net  electrical  output  of  approximately 
1120  megawatts. 

A  notice  of  hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  will  be  published 
separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit  such 
views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and  Indemnity, 
Directorate  of  Licensing,  on  or  before 
October  29,  1974.  The  request  should  be 
filed  in  connection  with  Docket  No.  STN 
50-482-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  and  at  the 
Office  of  County  Clerk  (Ms.  Joan  Cox), 
Coffey  County  Courthouse,  Burlington, 
Kansas. 

The  applicants  have  also  filed  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  pursuant  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Commission  in 
10  CFR  Part  51,  dated  April  1,  1974.  The 
report,  which  discusses  environmental 
considerations  related  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cility  is  being  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  aforementioned  loca¬ 
tions  and  at  the  Budget  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Administration,  First  Floor — 
State  House,  Topeka,  Kansas  66612. 


After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commission’s 
Director  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tory  staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  statement.  The  summary  notice 
will  also  contain  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  comments  of  Federal  agencies  and 
State  and  local  officials  will  be  made 
available  when  received.  Upon  consider¬ 
ation  of  comments  submitted  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  the  Regulatory  staff  will  prepare  a 
final  environmental  statement,  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  which  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
16th  day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  1-1,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing. 

iFR  Doc.74-19984  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  STN  50-482] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
KANSAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station,  Unit  No.  1; 
Hearing  on  Application  for  Construction 
Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2,  “Rules  and  Practice,” 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set  in 
the  future,  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  (Board) ,  to  consider  the 
application  filed  under  the  Act  by  the 
joint  applicants,  Kansas  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  and  Kansas  City  Power 
and  Light  Company  (the  Applicants) ,  for 
a  permit  to  construct  a  pressurized  water 
nuclear  reactor  designated  as  the  Wolf 
Creek  Generating  Station,  Unit  No.  1, 
and  designed  for  initial  operation  at  ap¬ 
proximately  3,411  megawatts  thermal 
with  an  equivalent  net  electrical  output 
of  approximately  1,120  megawatts.  The 
proposed  facility  is  to  be  located  on  the 
Applicants’  site  in  Coffey  County, 
Kansas. 

The  application  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  one  of  four  concurrently  filed 
applications  which  comprise  the  Stand¬ 
ardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant  Sys¬ 
tem  (SNUPPS).  The  other  SNUPPS  ap¬ 
plications  were  filed  by  (1)  Union  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  for  the  proposed  Callaway 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  in  Callaway  County, 
Missouri  (Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483  and 
STN  50-486) ;  (2)  Northern  States  Power 
Company,  a  Minnesota  corporation,  and 
Northern  States  Power  Company,  a  Wis¬ 
consin  Corporation,  for  the  proposed 


Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  in 
Dunn  County,  Wisconsin  (Docket  Nos. 
STN  50-484  and  STN  50-487) ;  and  (3) 
Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corporation 
for  the  proposed  Sterling  Power  Project 
Nuclear  Unit  1  in  Cayuga  County,  New 
York  (Docket  No.  STN  50-485) . 

The  SNUPPS  applications  were  filed 
and  are  being  processed  pursuant  to  the 
“Duplicate  Plant”  approach  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy  for  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  This  approach  in¬ 
volves  simultaneous  review  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  staff  of  the  safety 
related  parameters  of  duplicate  plants  to 
be  constructed  by  a  utility  or  a  group  of 
utilities.  Duplicate  plant  construction 
permit  applications  are  filed  individually 
but  reference,  for  the  technical  informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  design  specified  in  10 
CFR  50.34,  a  single  document  describing 
the  design  of  the  reactors  which  are  to 
be  constructed  and  operated  at  the  vari¬ 
ous  sites  and  the  postulated  site  param¬ 
eters  for  the  design.  A  separate  appli¬ 
cant’s  Environmental  Report  is  filed  for 
each  site  and  the  environmental  impact 
at  each  site  is  separately  assessed  by  the 
Commission’s  regulatory  staff;  however, 
since  the  design  is  essentially  the  same 
for  all  reactors  comprising  any  particular 
duplicate  plant  group,  it  can  be  expected 
that  certain  basic  assumptions  concern¬ 
ing  the  release  of  radioactive  materials 
during  both  normal  operation  and  postu¬ 
lated  accident  conditions  will  be  the  same 
for  each  of  the  reactors.  The  “Duplicate 
Plant”  approach  contemplates,  further, 
separate  licensing  proceedings  for  the  in¬ 
dividual  applications.  Each  such  pro¬ 
ceeding  may,  if  appropriate,  be  composed 
of  two  (or  more)  phases  (for  example,  a 
phase  relating  to  radiological  health  and 
safety  matters  and  a  phase  relating  to 
environmental  matters).  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  sequence  of  these  phases 
will  depend  upon  the  circumstances,  and 
that  for  any  of  the  phases,  two  or  more 
related  duplicate  plant  proceedings  may 
be  consolidated  for  a  hearing  session  to 
consider  common  issues  relating  to  the 
applications  involved. 

The  hearing  in  this  proceeding  (and 
in  each  of  the  other  SNUPPS  proceed¬ 
ings)  will  be  conducted  by  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  which  has 
been  designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  consisting  of  Dr.  George  C.  Ander¬ 
son,  Lester  Kornblith,  Jr.,  and  Samuel 
W.  Jensch,  Esquire,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  application  and  en¬ 
vironmental  review  and  upon  receipt  of  a 
report  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  will  consider  making  affirmative 
findings  on  Items  1-3,  a  negative  finding 
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on  Item  4,  and  an  affirmative  finding  on 
Item  5  specified  below  as  a  basis  for  the 
issuance  of  a  construction  permit  to  the 
Applicants: 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954 ,  as  Amended.  1.  Whether  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  50.35(a) :  (a)  The  Applicants  have 
described  the  proposed  design  of  the  fa¬ 
cility  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
principal  architectural  and  engineering 
criteria  for  the  design,  and  have  identi¬ 
fied  the  major  features  or  components  in¬ 
corporated  therein  for  the  protection  of 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public;  • 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  considera¬ 
tion,  will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety 
analysis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  Appli¬ 
cants  and  the  Applicants  have  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted,  a  research 
and  development  program  reasonably  de¬ 
signed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions  as¬ 
sociated  with  such  features  or  compo¬ 
nents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  there 
is  reasonable  assurance  that  (i)  such 
safety  questions  will  be  satisfactorily  re¬ 
solved  at  or  before  the  latest  date  stated 
in  the  application  for  completion  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  proposed  facility,  and 
(ii)  taking  into  consideration  the  site 
criteria  contained  in  10  CFR  Part  100, 
the  proposed  facility  can  be  constructed 
and  operated  at  the  proposed  location 
without  undue  risk  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  Applicants  are  techni¬ 
cally  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facility; 

3.  Whether  the  Applicants  are  finan¬ 
cially  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facility;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  a  permit 
for  construction  of  the  facility  will  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Issuance  Pursuant  to  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  ( NEPA ) 

5.  Whether,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  Part  51,  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  should  be  issued  as 
proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is 
not  a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined 
by  10  CFR  2.4(n),  the  Board  will  de¬ 
termine:  (1)  Without  conducting  a  de 
novo  evaluation  of  the  application, 
whether  the  application  and  the  record 
of  the  proceeding  contain  sufficient  in¬ 
formation,  and  the  review  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  by  the  Commission’s  regulatory 
staff  has  been  adequate,  to  support  the 
proposed  findings  to  be  made  by  the 
Director  of  Regulations  on  Items  1-4 
above,  and  to  support,  insofar  as  the 
Commission’s  licensing  requirements 
under  the  Act  are  concerned,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  constructicn  permit  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Director  of  Regulation; 
and  (2)  whether  the  review  conducted 


by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  NEPA 
has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as 
issues  in  this  proceeding,  Items  1-5 
above  as  a  basis  for  determining  whether 
the  construction  permit  should  be  issued 
to  the  Applicants. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  the  proceeding  is  con¬ 
tested  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will, 
in  accordance  with  10  CFR  51.52(c): 

(1)  determine  whether  the  requirements 
of  section  102(2)  (C)  and  (D)  of  NEPA 
and  10  CFR  Part  51  have  been  complied 
with  in  this  proceeding;  (2)  independ¬ 
ently  consider  the  final  balance  among 
conflicting  factors  contained  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  proceeding  with  a  view  to 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken;  and  (3)  determine  whether  the 
construction  permit  should  be  issued, 
denied,  or  appropriately  conditioned  to 
protect  environmental  values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.751a; 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will 
be  published  in  tl-a  Federal  Register. 

The  “Duplicate  Plant’’  concept  neces¬ 
sarily  requires  a  degree  of  flexibility  in 
the  hearing  process  since  proceedings  on 
some  of  the  applications  involved  may  be 
contested,  while  others  may  be  uncon¬ 
tested.  Further,  the  environmental  re¬ 
view  may  be  completed  before  the 
radiological  health  and  safety  review  in 
the  case  of  some  applications,  while  the 
reverse  may  be  true  for  others.  The  need 
for  flexibility  in  these  circumstances  is 
recognized  and  provided  for  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  10  CFR  Parts  2 
and  50  relating  to  the  duplicate  plant 
concept  (39  FR  13668).  The  purpose  of 
this  rulemaking  is  to  consider  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  rules  applicable  to  duplicate  plant 
proceedings  as  a  class.  In  this  particular 
proceeding,  the  Commission  has  deter¬ 
mined  that,  in  the  interest  of  orderly 
procedure  and  the  avoidance  of  wasteful 
duplicative  effort,  rules  embodying  the 
substance  of  the  proposed  amendments 
should  apply.  Accordingly,  the  following 
supplemental  rules  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding : 

1.  Separate  hearings  on  separate  is¬ 
sues;  consolidation  of  proceedings,  a.  The 
Board  may  order  separate  hearings  on 
particular  phases  of  the  proceeding,  such 
as  matters  related  to  the  acceptability 
of  the  design  of  the  reactor,  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  the  site  parameters  postulated 
for  the  design,  or  environmental  matters. 

b.  If  a  separate  hearing  is  held  on  a 
particular  phase  of  the  proceeding,  the 


Board  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.716, 
consolidate  this  proceeding  for  hearing 
on  that  phase  with  one  or  more  of  the 
other  SNUPPS  proceedings  to  consider 
common  issues  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tions  involved  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings,  if  it  finds  that  such  action  will 
be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch  of  its 
business  and  to  the  ends  of  justice.  In 
fixing  the  place  of  any  such  consolidated 
hearing,  due  regard  will  be  given  to  the 
convenience  and  necessity  of  the  parties, 
petitioners  for  leave  to  intervene  and  the 
attorneys  or  representatives  of  such  per¬ 
sons,  and  the  public  interest. 

2.  Initial  decisions  in  consolidated 
hearings.  At  the  conclusion  of  any  sepa¬ 
rate  hearing  held  on  a  particular  phase 
of  this  proceeding,  the  Board  will  render 
a  partial  initial  decision  which  may  be 
appealed  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.762.  No 
construction  permit  will  be  issued  to  the 
Applicants  until  an  initial  decision  has 
been  issued  on  all  phases  of  the  hearing 
and  all  issues  under  the  Act  and  NEPA 
appropriate  to  the  application  in  this 
proceeding  have  been  resolved. 

3.  Finality  of  decisions  on  separate 
issues.  No  matter  which  has  been  re¬ 
solved  in  one  phase  of  the  hearing  shall 
be  considered  further  at  another  phase 
of  the  hearing  except  on  the  basis  of 
significant  new  information  that  sub¬ 
stantially  affects  the  conclusion  (s) 
reached  at  the  other  phase  or  other  good 
cause. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a,  and  the 
specific  provisions  of  this  notice  set  forth 
above,  a  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board  on  issues  pursuant  to  NEPA  and 
general  site  suitability  and  certain  other 
possible  issues  may  be  held  and  issued 
prior  to  and  separate  from  the  hearing 
and  decision  on  other  issues.  In  the  event 
the  Board,  after  the  hearing,  makes 
favorable  findings  on  such  issues,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  may,  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  50.10(e),  authorize  the  Applicants 
to  conduct  certain  onsite  work  entirely  at 
their  own  risk  prior  to  completion  of  the 
remainder  of  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is  not 
qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  request  permission  to  make 
a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  §  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the 
record.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  questions 
which  he  would  like  to  have  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above.  Limited  ap¬ 
pearances  will  be  permitted  at  the  time  of 
the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Board,  within  such  limits  and  on  such 
conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Board. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  are  requested  to  inform  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  others 
in  the  manner  specified  below. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  must  file  a  written  petition  under 
oath  or  affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
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CFR  2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  results 
of  the  proceeding,  and  any  other  con¬ 
tentions  of  the  petitioner  including  the 
facts  and  reasons  why  he  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene,  with  particular 
reference  to  the  following  factors:  (1) 
the  nature  of  the  petitioner’s  right  under 
the  Act  to  be  made  a  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding:  (2)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
petitioner’s  property,  financial,  or  other 
interest  in  the  proceeding:  and  (3)  the 
possible  effect  of  any  order  which  may 
be  entered  in  the  proceeding  on  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  interest.  Any  such  petition  shail 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
Identifying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects 
of  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceeding 
as  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  setting  forth  with  partic¬ 
ularity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his 
interest  and  the  basis  for  his  contentions 
with  regard  to  each  aspect  on  which  he 
desires  to  intervene.  A  petition  that  sets 
forth  contentions  relating  only  to  mat¬ 
ters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  denied 
Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  of 
the  Applicants  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the 
examination  and  cross-examination  of 
witnesses,  with  respect  to  their  conten¬ 
tions  related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in 
the  proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
September  30,  1974.  A  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not 
be  granted  unless  the  Board  determines 
that  the  petitioner  has  made  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to 
file  on  time  and  after  the  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  those  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  2.714(d). 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  Applicants  by  September  19, 
1974. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Sec¬ 
tion,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an 
original  and  twenty  (20)  conformed 
copies  of  each  such  paper  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  A  copy  of  the  petition  or  request 
for  limited  appearance  should  also  be 
sent  to  the  Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20545  and  to  Gerald  Charnoff, 
Esquire,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  &  Trow¬ 
bridge,  910  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006,  attorney  for  the  Applicants. 


For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  a  construction  permit  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  the  Applicants’  envi¬ 
ronmental  report.  The  application  and 
Environmental  Report  filed  by  the  joint 
applicants  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  and  Kansas  City  Power  and  Light 
Company  are  dated  April  1,  1974.  The 
Standardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant 
System  (SNUPPS)  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  (PSAR),  including  the 
Applicants’  separate  site  Addendum  to 
the  SNUPPS  PSAR,  was  submitted 
April  30,  1974.  An  additional  document 
entitled  “Reference  Safety  Analysis  Re¬ 
port,  Revision  3,  Consolidated  Version” 
is  incorporated  by  reference  in  the  Pre¬ 
liminary  Safety  Analysis  Report. 
RESAR-3  was  prepared  by  the  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corporation  and  incor¬ 
porates  information  by  specific  reference 
on  those  parts  of  the  facilities  for  which 
Westinghouse  has  design  responsibility. 

These  documents  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on  week¬ 
days.  Copies  of  these  documents  are  also 
available  at  the  Office  of  County  Clerk 
(Ms.  Joan  Cox),  Coffey  County  Court¬ 
house,  Burlington,  Kansas  for  inspection 
by  members  of  the  public  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  As  they  become  avail¬ 
able,,  a  copy  of  the  safety  evaluation  re¬ 
port  by  the  Commission’s  Directorate  of 
Licensing,  the  Commission’s  draft  and 
final  environmental  statements,  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re- 
ator  Safeguards  (ACRS),  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  permit,  the  tran¬ 
scripts  of  the  prehearing  conferences  and 
of  the  hearing,  and  other  relevant  docu¬ 
ments,  will  also  be  available  at  the  above 
locations.  Copies  of  the  Directorate  of 
Licensing’s  safety  evaluation  report  and 
the  Commission’s  final  environmental 
statement,  the  proposed  construction 
permit  and  the  ACRS  report  may  be  ob¬ 
tained,  when  available,  by  request  to  the 
Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Di¬ 
rectorate  of  Licensing,  United  States 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
21st  day  of  August  1974. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission. 

Paul  C.  Bender, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.74-19988  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


I  Docket  No.  STN  60-485] 

ROCHESTER  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Sterling  Power  Project  Nuclear  Unit  1; 
Hearing  on  Application  for  Construction 
Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 


Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2,  “Rules  and  Practice,” 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set  in 
the  future,  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  (Board) ,  to  consider  the 
application  filed  under  the  Act  by  the 
Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corporation 
(the  Applicant),  for  a  permit  to  con¬ 
struct  a  pressurized  water  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  designated  as  the  Sterling  Power 
Project  Nuclear  Unit  1,  and  designed  for 
initial  operation  at  approximately  3,411 
megawatts  thermal  with  an  equivalent 
net  electrical  output  of  approximately 
1,120  megawatts.  The  proposed  facility  is 
to  be  located  on  the  Applicant’s  site  in 
Cayuga  County,  New  York. 

The  application  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  one  of  four  concurrently  filed 
applications  which  comprise  the  Stand¬ 
ardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant  System 
(SNUPPS).  The  other  SNUPPS  applica¬ 
tions  were  filed  by  (1)  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  Kansas  City  Power 
and  Light  Company  for  the  proposed 
Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station,  Unit  No. 
1,  in  Coffey  County,  Kansas  (Docket  No. 
STN  50-482) ;  (2)  Union  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  for  the  proposed  Callaway  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  in  Callaway  County,  Mis¬ 
souri  (Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483  and  STN 
50-486) ;  and  (3)  Northern  States  Power 
Company,  a  Minnesota  corporation,  and 
Northern  States  Power  Company,  a  Wis¬ 
consin  Corporation,  for  the  proposed  Ty¬ 
rone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  in  Dunn 
County,  Wisconsin  (Docket  Nos.  STN 
50-484  and  STN  50-487) . 

The  SNUPPS  applications  were  filed 
and  are  being  processed  pursuant  to  the 
“Duplicate  Plant”  approach  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy  for  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  This  approach  in¬ 
volves  simultaneous  review  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  staff  of  the  safety 
related  parameters  of  duplicate  plants  to 
be  constructed  by  a  utility  or  a  group  of 
utilities.  Duplicate  plant  construction 
permit  applications  are  filed  individually 
but  reference,  for  the  technical  informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  design  specified  in  10 
CFR  50.34,  a  single  document  describing 
the  design  of  the  reactors  which  are  to  be 
constructed  and  operated  at  the  various 
sites  and  the  postulated  site  parameters 
for  the  design.  A  separate  applicant’s  En¬ 
vironmental  Report  is  filed  for  each  site 
and  the  environmental  impact  at  each 
site  is  separately  assessed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  staff;  however,  since 
the  design  is  essentially  the  same  for  all 
reactors  comprising  any  particular  dupli¬ 
cate  plant  group,  it  can  be  expected  that 
certain  basic  assumptions  concerning  the 
release  of  radioactive  materials  during 
both  normal  operation  and  postulated  ac¬ 
cident  conditions  will  be  the  same  for 
each  of  the  reactors.  The  “Duplicate 
Plant”  approach  contemplates,  further, 
separate  licensing  proceedings  for  the  in¬ 
dividual  applications.  Each  such  proceed¬ 
ing  may,  if  appropriate,  be  composed  of 
two  (or  more)  phases  (for  example,  a 
phase  relating  to  radiological  health  and 
safety  matters  and  a  phase  relating  to 
environmental  matters).  It  is  contem- 
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plated  that  the  sequence  of  these  phases 
will  depend  upon  the  circumstances,  and 
that  for  any  of  the  phases,  two  or  more 
related  duplicate  plant  proceedings  may 
be  consolidated  for  a  hearing  session  to 
consider  common  issues  relating  to  the 
applications  involved. 

The  hearing  in  this  proceeding  (and 
in  each  of  the  other  SNUPPS  proceed¬ 
ings)  will  be  conducted  by  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Hoard  which  has 
been  designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  consisting  of  Dr.  George  C.  Ander¬ 
son,  Lester  Kornblith,  Jr.,  and  Samuel 
W.  Jensch,  Esquire,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  application  and  en¬ 
vironmental  review  and  upon  receipt  of 
a  report  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Reg¬ 
ulation  will  consider  making  affirmative 
findings  on  Items  1-3,  a  negative  finding 
on  Item  4,  and  an  affirmative  finding  on 
Item  5  specified  below  as  a  basis  for  the 
issuance  of  a  construction  permit  to  the 
Applicant: 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended.  1.  Whether  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.35(a) :  (a)  The  Applicant  has  de¬ 
scribed  the  proposed  design  of  the  facility 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  prin¬ 
cipal  architectural  and  engineering  cri¬ 
teria  for  the  design,  and  has  identified 
the  major  features  or  components  incor¬ 
porated  therein  for  the  protection  of  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  consideration, 
will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety  analy¬ 
sis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  Appli¬ 
cant  and  the  Applicant  has  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted,  a  research 
and  development  program  reasonably 
designed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  com¬ 
ponents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  that  (i) 
such  safety  questions  will  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest  date 
stated  in  the  application  for  completion 
of  construction  of  the  proposed  facility, 
and  (ii)  taking  into  consideration  the 
site  criteria  contained  in  10  CFR  Part 
100,  the  proposed  facility  can  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  Applicant  is  techni¬ 
cally  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facility; 


3.  Whether  the  Applicant  is  financially 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the 
proposed  facility;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  a  permit 
for  construction  of  the  facility  will  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  ( NEPA ). 
5.  Whether,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  Part  51,  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  should  be  issued  as 
proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is 
not  a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined 
by  10  CFR  2.4(n),  the  Board  will  deter¬ 
mine:  (1)  without  conducting  a  de  novo 
evaluation  of  the  application,  whether 
the  application  and  the  record  of  the 
proceeding  contain  sufficient  informa¬ 
tion,  and  the  review  of  the  application 
by  the  Commission’s  regulatory  staff  has 
been  adequate,  to  support  the  proposed 
findings  to  be  made  by  the  Director  of 
Regulation  on  Items  1-4  above,  and  to 
support,  insofar  as  the  Commission’s  li¬ 
censing  requirements  under  the  Act  are 
concerned,  the  issuance  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  permit  proposed  by  the  Director  of 
Regulation;  and  (2)  whether  the  review 
conducted  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  NEPA  has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding,  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  the 
construction  permit  should  be  issued  to 
the  Applicant. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  the  proceeding  is  con¬ 
tested  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will, 
in  accordance  with  10  CFR  51.52(c) : 
(1)  determine  whether  the  requirements 
of  section  102(2)  (C)  and  (D)  of  NEPA 
and  10  CFR  Part  51  have  been  complied 
with  in  this  proceeding;  (2)  independ¬ 
ently  consider  the  final  balance  among 
conflicting  factors  contained  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  proceeding  with  a  view  to 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken;  and  (3)  determine  whether 
the  construction  permit  should  be  is¬ 
sued,  denied,  or  appropriated^  condi¬ 
tioned  to  protect  environmental  values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special 
prehearing  conference  of  the  parties  to 
the  proceeding  and  persons  who  have 
filed  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene, 
or  their  counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  the  notice  of  hearing 
is  published  or  at  such  other  time  as 
the  Board  deems  appropriate,  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  the  matters 
specified  in  10  CFR  2.751a. 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  “Duplicate  Plant”  concept  neces¬ 
sarily  requires  a  degree  of  flexibility  in 
the  hearing  process  since  proceedings 
on  some  of  the  applications  involved 
may  be  contested,  while  other  may  be 


uncontested.  Further,  the  environmental 
review  may  be  completed  before  the  ra¬ 
diological  health  and  safety  review  in 
the  case  of  some  applications,  while  the 
reverse  may  be  true  for  others.  The  need 
for  flexibility  in  these  circumstances  is 
recognized  and  provided  for  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  10  CFR  Parts  2 
and  50  relating  to  the  duplicate  plant 
concept  (39  FR  13668).  The  purpose 
of  this  rulemaking  is  to  consider  the 
adoption  of  rules  applicable  to  dupli¬ 
cate  plant  proceedings  as  a  class.  In  this 
particular  proceeding,  the  Commission 
has  determined  that,  in  the  interests  of 
orderly  procedure  and  the  avoidance  of 
wasteful  duplicative  effort,  rules  em¬ 
bodying  the  substance  of  the  proposed 
amendments  should  apply.  Accordingly, 
the  following  supplemental  rules  shall 
apply  in  this  proceeding: 

1.  Separate  hearings  on  separate  is¬ 
sues;  consolidation  of  proceedings,  a. 
The  Board  may  order  separate  hear¬ 
ings  on  particular  phases  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  such  as  matters  related  to  the 
acceptability  of  the  design  of  the  reac¬ 
tor,  in  the  context  of  the  site  parameters 
postulated  for  the  design,  or  environ¬ 
mental  matters. 

b.  If  a  separate  hearing  is  held  on  a 
pai’ticular  phase  of  the  proceeding,  the 
Board  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.716, 
consolidate  this  proceeding  for  hearing 
on  that  phase  with  one  or  more  of  the 
other  SNUPPS  proceedings  to  consider 
common  issues  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tions  involved  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings,  if  it  finds  that  such  action  will 
be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch  of  its 
business  and  to  the  ends  of  justice.  In 
fixing  the  place  of  any  such  consolidated 
hearing,  due  regard  will  be  given  to  the 
convenience  and  necessity  of  the  parties, 
petitioners  for  leave  to  intervene  and  the 
attorneys  or  representatives  of  such  per¬ 
sons,  and  the  pudic  interest. 

2.  Initial  decisions  in  consolidated 
hearings.  At  the  conclusion  of  any  sep¬ 
arate  hearing  held  on  a  particular  phase 
of  this  proceeding,  the  Board  will  render 
a  partial  initial  decision  which  may  be 
appealed  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.762.  No 
construction  permit  will  be  issued  to  the 
Applicant  until  an  initial  decision  has 
been  issued  on  all  phases  of  the  hearing 
and  all  issues  under  the  Act  and  NEPA 
appropriate  to  the  application  in  this 
proceeding  have  been  resolved. 

3.  Finality  of  decisions  on  separate  is¬ 
sues.  No  matter  which  has  been  resolved 
in  one  phase  of  the  hearing  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  further  at  another  phase  of  the 
hearing  except  on  the  basis  of  significant 
new  information  that  substantially  af¬ 
fects  the  conclusion (s)  reached  at  the 
other  phase  or  other  good  cause. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a,  and  the 
specific  provisions  of  this  notice  set  forth 
above,  a  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board  on  issues  pursuant  to  NEPA  and 
general  site  suitability  and  certain  other 
possible  issues  may  be  held  and  issued 
prior  to  and  separate  from  the  hearing 
and  decision  on  other  issues.  In  the  event 
the  Board,  after  the  hearing,  makes  fa¬ 
vorable  findings  on  such  issues,  the  Di- 
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rector  of  Regulation  may,  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  50.10(e) ,  authorize  the  Applicant  to 
conduct  certain  onsite  work  entirely  at 
his  own  risk  prior  to  completion  of  the 
remainder  of  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but  may 
state  his  position  and  raise  questions 
which  he  would  like  to  have  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above.  Limited  ap¬ 
pearances  will  be  permitted  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Board,  within  such  limits  and  on  such 
conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Board- 
Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  are  requested  to  Inform  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  and  others 
in  the  manner  specified  below. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceeding 
must  file  a  written  petition  under  oath 
or  affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that  inter¬ 
est  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of  the 
proceeding,  and  any  other  contentions  of 
the  petitioner  Including  the  facts  and 
reasons  wThy  he  should  be  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
following  factors:  (1)  The  nature  of  the 
petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to  be 
made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2)  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the  possible  ef¬ 
fect  of  any  order  which  may  be  entered 
in  the  proceeding  on  the  petitioner’s  in¬ 
terest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  supporting  affidavit  identify¬ 
ing  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects  of  the 
subject  matter  of  the  proceeding  as  to 
which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  intervene 
and  setting  forth  with  particularity  both 
the  facts  pertaining  to  his  interest  and 
the  basis  for  his  contentions  with  regard 
to  each  aspect  on  which  he  desires  to 
intervene.  A  petition  that  sets  forth  con¬ 
tentions  relating  only  to  matters  outside 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  will 
be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave  to 
intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  of  the 
Applicant  to  participate  fully  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the  exami¬ 
nation  and  cross-examination  of  wit¬ 
nesses,  with  respect  to  their  contentions 
related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in  the 
proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
September  30,  1974.  A  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  which  is  not  timely  wall  not 
be  granted  unless  the  Board  determines 
that  the  petitioner  has  made  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  of  good  cause  for  failure 


file  on  time  and  after  the  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  those  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  2.714(d). 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  Applicant  by  September  19, 
1974. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545- 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service  Sec¬ 
tion,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Pending  further  order  of  the  Board,  par¬ 
ties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  original 
and  twenty  (20)  conformed  copies  of 
each  such  paper  with  the  Commission. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  or  request  for  lim¬ 
ited  appearance  should  also  be  sent  to 
the  Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  and  to  Gerald  Chamoff,  Esquire, 
Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  &  Trowbridge,  910 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006, 
attorney  for  the  Applicant. 

For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  a  construction  permit  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  the  Applicant’s  en¬ 
vironmental  report.  The  application  filed 
by  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  dated  April  30,  1974.  The  En¬ 
vironmental  Report  is  to  be  submitted 
approximately  September  30,  1974.  The 
Standardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant 
System  (SNUPPS)  Preliminary  Safety 
Analysis  Report  (PSAR),  including  the 
Applicant’s  separate  site  Addendum  to 
the  SNUPPS  PSAR,  was  submitted  April 
30, 1974.  An  additional  document  entitled 
“Reference  Safety  Analysis  Report,  Re¬ 
vision  3,  Consolidated  Version”  is  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  in  the  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  Report.  RESAR-3  was 
prepared  by  the  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corporation  and  incorporates  informa¬ 
tion  by  specific  reference  on  those  parts 
of  the  facilities  for  which  Westinghouse 
has  design  responsibility. 

These  documents  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  on 
weekdays.  Copies  of  these  documents  are 
also  available  at  the  Seymour  Library 
(Mr.  Erskine,  Librarian),  Case  Memorial 
Building,  176  Genesee  Street,  Auburn, 
New  York  for  inspection  by  members  of 
the  public  between  the  hours  of  10:00 
a.m.  and  9:00  p.m.  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day,  10:00  a.m.  and  6:00  p.m.  on  Satur¬ 
day,  and  2  :00  p.m.  and  5  p.m.  on  Sunday. 
As  they  become  available,  a  copy  of  the 
safety  evaluation  report  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Directorate  of  Licensing,  the 
Commission’s  draft  and  final  environ¬ 
mental  statements,  the  report  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
(ACRS) ,  the  proposed  construction  per¬ 
mit,  the  transcripts  of  the  prehearing 
conferences  and  of  the  hearing,  and 
other  relevant  documents,  will  also  be 
available  at  the  above  locations.  Copies 


of  the  Directorate  of  Licensing’s  safety 
evaluation  report  and  the  Commission’s 
final  environmental  statement,  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  permit  and  the  ACRS 
report  may  be  obtained,  when  available, 
by  request  to  the  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  United  States  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
21st  day  of  August  1974. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission, 
Paul  C.  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
[FR  Doc.74-19990  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-484,  STN  50-487] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO.  (MINNE¬ 
SOTA)  AND  NORTHERN  STATES  POWER 
CO.  (WISCONSIN) 

fTyrone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2);  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Application  for  Construction  Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2,  “Rules  and  Practice," 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set  in 
the  future,  by  an  Atomic  Sfffety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  (Board),  to  consider  the 
application  filed  under  the  Act  by  the 
joint  applicants,  Northern  States  Power 
Company,  a  Minnesota  corporation,  and 
Northern  States  Power  Company,  a  Wis¬ 
consin  corporation  (the  Applicants) ,  for 
two  permits  to  construct  two  pressurized 
water  nuclear  reactors  designated  as  the 
Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  each 
designed  for  initial  operation  at  approxi¬ 
mately  3,411  megawatts  thermal  with  an 
equivalent  net  electrical  output  of  ap¬ 
proximately  1,120  megawatts.  The  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  are  to  be  located  on  the 
Applicants’  site  in  Dunn  County,  Wis¬ 
consin. 

The  application  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  one  of  four  concurrently  filed 
applications  which  comprise  the  Stand¬ 
ardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant  Sys¬ 
tem  (SNUPPS) .  The  other  SNUPPS  ap¬ 
plications  were  filed  by  (1)  Kansas  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  and  Kansas  City 
Power  and  Light  Company  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station, 
Unit  No.  1,  in  Coffey  County,  Kansas 
(Docket  No.  STN  50-482);  (2)  Union 
Electric  Company  for  the  proposed  Call¬ 
away  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  in  Callaway 
County,  Missouri  (Docket  Nos.  STN  50- 
483  and  STN  50-486) ;  and  (3)  Rochester 
Gas  and  Electric  Corporation  for  the 
proposed  Sterling  Power  Project  Nuclear 
Unit  1  in  Cayuga  County,  New  York 
(Docket  No.  STN  50-485) . 

The  SNUPPS  applications  were  filed 
and  are  being  processed  pursuant  to  the 
“Duplicate  Plant”  approach  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy  for  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  This  approach  in¬ 
volves  simultaneous  review  by  the  Com- 
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mission’s  regulatory  staff  of  the  safety 
related  parameters  of  duplicate  plants  to 
be  constructed  by  a  utility  or  a  group  of 
utilities.  Duplicate  plant  construction 
permit  applications  are  filed  individually 
but  reference,  for  the  technical  informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  design  specified  in  10 
CFR  50.34,  a  single  document  describing 
the  design  of  the  reactors  which  are  to 
be  constructed  and  operated  at  the  vari¬ 
ous  sites  and  the  postulated  site  param¬ 
eters  for  the  design.  A  separate  appli¬ 
cant’s  Environmental  Report  is  filed  for 
each  site  and  the  environmental  impact 
at  each  site  is  separately  assessed  by  the 
Commission’s  regulatory  staff;  however, 
since  the  design  is  essentially  the  same 
for  all  reactors  comprising  any  particular 
duplicate  plant  group,  it  can  be  expected 
that  certain  basic  assumptions  concern¬ 
ing  the  release  of  radioactive  materials 
during  both  normal  operation  and  pos¬ 
tulated  accident  conditions  will  be  the 
same  for  each  of  the  reactors.  The  “Dup¬ 
licate  Plant”  approach  contemplates, 
further,  separate  licensing  proceedings 
for  the  individual  applications.  Each 
such  proceeding  may,  if  appropriate,  be 
composed  of  two  (or  more)  phases  (for 
example,  a  phase  relating  to  radiological 
health  and  safety  matters  and  a  phase 
relating  to  environmental  matters).  It 
is  contemplated  that  the  sequence  of 
these  phases  will  depend  upon  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  that  for  any  of  the 
phases,  two  or  more  related  duplicate 
plant  proceedings  may  be  consolidated 
for  a  hearing  session  to  consider  common 
issues  relating  w  the  applications  in¬ 
volved. 

The  hearing  in  this  proceeding  (and 
in  each  of  the  other  SNUPPS  proceed¬ 
ings)  will  be  conducted  by  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  which  has 
been  designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  consisting  of  Dr.  George  C.  Ander¬ 
son,  Lester  Kornblith,  Jr.,  and  Samuel 
W.  Jensch,  Esquire,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  application  and  envi¬ 
ronmental  review  and  upon  receipt  of  a 
report  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  will  consider  making  affirmative 
findings  on  Items  1-3,  a  negative  finding 
on  Item  4,  and  an  affirmative  finding  on 
Item  5  specified  below  as  a  basis  for  the 
issuance  of  construction  permits  to  the 
Applicants: 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended .  1.  Whether  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  50.35(a) : 

(a)  The  Applicants  have  described 
the  proposed  design  of  the  facilities  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  limited  to,  the  principal 
architectural  and  engineering  criteria 
for  the  design,  and  have  identified  the 


major  features  or  components  incor¬ 
porated  therein  for  the  protection  of  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  consideration, 
will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety  analy¬ 
sis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  Appli¬ 
cants  and  the  Applicants  have  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted,  a  research 
and  development  program  reasonably  de¬ 
signed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  com¬ 
ponents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  that  (i) 
such  safety  questions  will  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest  date 
stated  in  the  application  for  completion 
of  construction  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties,  and  (ii)  taking  into  consideration' 
the  site  criteria  contained  in  10  CFR 
Part  100,  the  proposed  facilities  can  be 
constructed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  Applicants  are  tech¬ 
nically  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facilities; 

3.  Whether  the  Applicants  are  finan¬ 
cially  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facilities;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  permits  for 
construction  of  the  facilities  will  be  in¬ 
imical  to  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (.NEPA) .  5. 
Whether,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  Part  51,  the  con¬ 
struction  permits  should  be  issued  as 
proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is 
not  a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined  by 
10  CFR  2.4(n) ,  the  Board  will  determine: 
(1)  without  conducting  a  de  novo  evalu¬ 
ation  of  the  application,  whether  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  the  record  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  contain  sufficient  information,  and 
the  review  of  the  application  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  staff  has  been  ade¬ 
quate,  to  support  the  proposed  findings 
to  be  made  by  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  on  Items  1-4  above,  and  to  support, 
insofar  as  the  Commission’s  licensing  re¬ 
quirements  under  the  Act  are  concerned, 
the  issuance  of  the  construction  permits 
proposed  by  the  Director  of  Regulation; 
and  (2)  whether  the  review  conducted 
by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  NEPA 
has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding,  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  the 
construction  permits  should  be  issued  to 
the  Applicants. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  the  proceeding  is  con¬ 
tested  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  51.52(c):  (1) 
Determine  whether  the  requirements  of 


section  102(2)  (C)  and  (D)  of  NEPA  and 
10  CFR  Part  51  have  been  complied  with 
in  this  proceeding;  (2)  independently 
consider  the  final  balance  among  con¬ 
flicting  factors  contained  in  the  record  of 
the  proceeding  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken; 
and  (3)  determine  whether  the  construc¬ 
tion  permits  should  be  issued,  denied,  or 
appropriately  conditioned  to  protect  en¬ 
vironmental  values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published  or 
at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.751a. 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  “Duplicate  Plant”  concept  neces¬ 
sarily  requires  a  degree  of  flexibility  in 
the  hearing  process  since  proceedings  on 
some  of  the  applications  involved  may  be 
contested,  while  others  may  be  uncon¬ 
tested.  Further,  the  environmental  re¬ 
view  may  be  completed  before  the  ra¬ 
diological  health  and  safety  review  in  the 
case  of  some  applications,  while  the  re¬ 
verse  may  be  true  for  others.  The  need 
for  flexibility  in  these  circumstances  is 
recognized  and  provided  for  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  10  CFR  Parts  2 
and  50  relating  to  the  duplicate  plant 
concept  (39  FR  13668).  The  purpose  of 
this  rulemaking  is  to  consider  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  rules  applicable  to  duplicate  plant 
proceedings  as  a  class.  In  this  particular 
proceeding,  the  Commission  has  deter¬ 
mined  that,  in  the  interest  \of  orderly 
procedure  and  the  avoidance  of  wasteful 
duplicative  effort,  rules  embodying  the 
substance  of  the  proposed  amendments 
should  apply.  Accordingly,  the  following 
supplemental  rules  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding: 

1.  Separate  hearings  on  separate  is¬ 
sues;  consolidation  of  proceedings,  a.  The 
Board  may  order  separate  hearings  on 
particular  phases  of  the  proceeding,  such 
as  matters  related  to  the  acceptability 
of  the  design  of  the  reactor,  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  the  site  parameters  postulated 
for  the  design,  or  environmental  matters. 

b.  If  a  separate  hearing  is  held  on  a 
particular  phase  of  the  proceeding,  the 
Board  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.716, 
consolidate  this  proceeding  for  hearing 
on  that  phase  with  one  or  more  of  the 
other  SNUPPS  proceedings  to  consider 
common  issues  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tions  involved  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings,  if  it  finds  that  such  action  will 
be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch  of  its 
business  and  to  the  ends  of  justice.  In 
fixing  the  place  of  any  such  consolidated 
hearing,  due  regard  will  be  given  to  the 
convenience  and  necessity  of  the  parties, 
petitioners  for  leave  to  intervene  and  the 
attorneys  or  representatives  of  such  per¬ 
sons,  and  the  public  interest. 
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2.  Initial  decisions  in  consolidated 
hearings.  At  the  conclusion  of  any  sep¬ 
arate  hearing  held  on  a  particular  phase 
of  this  proceeding,  the  Board  will  render 
a  partial  initial  decision  which  may  be 
appealed  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.762.  No 
construction  permits  will  be  issued  to  the 
Applicants  until  an  initial  decision  has 
been  issued  on  all  phases  of  the  hearing 
and  all  issues  under  the  Act  and  NEPA 
appropriate  to  the  application  in  this 
proceeding  have  been  resolved. 

3.  Finality  of  decisions  on  separate 
issues.  No  matter  which  has  been  re¬ 
solved  in  one  phase  of  the  hearing  shall 
be  considered  further  at  another  phase 
of  the  hearing  except  on  the  basis  of 
significant  new  information  that  sub¬ 
stantially  affects  the  conclusion(s) 
reached  at  the  other  phase  or  other  good 
cause. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a,  and  the 
specific  provisions  of  this  notice  set  forth 
above,  a  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board  on  issues  pursuant  to  NEPA  and 
general  site  suitability  and  certain  other 
possible  issues  may  be  held  and  issued 
prior  to  and  separate  from  the  hearing 
and  decision  on  other  issues.  In  the  event 
the  Board,  after  the  hearing,  makes  fa¬ 
vorable  findings  on  such  issues,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  may,  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  50.10(e),  authorize  the  Appli¬ 
cants  to  conduct  certain  onsite  work 
entirely  at  their  own  risk  prior  to  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  remainder  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  ques¬ 
tions  which  he  would  like  to  have  an¬ 
swered  to  the  extent  that  the  questions 
are  within  the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above. 
Limited  appearances  will  be  permitted 
at  the  time  of  the  hearing  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Board,  within  such  limits  and 
on  such  conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by 
the  Board.  Persons  desiring  to  make  a 
limited  appearance  are  requested  to  in¬ 
form  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
and  others  in  the  manner  specified  be¬ 
low7. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceeding 
must  file  a  written  petition  under  oath 
or  affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of 
the  proceeding,  and  any  other  conten¬ 
tions  of  the  petitioner  including  the  facts 
and  reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted 
to  intervene,  with  particular  reference 
to  the  following  factors:  (1)  the  nature 
of  the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act 
to  be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding; 
(2)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  peti¬ 


tioner’s  property,  financial,  or  other  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the 
possible  effect  of  any  order  which  may 
be  entered  in  the  proceeding  on  the  pe¬ 
titioner’s  interest.  Any  such  petition 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  supporting 
affidavit  identifying  the  specific  aspect 
or  aspects  of  the  subject  matter  of  the 
proceeding  as  to  which  the  petitioner 
wishes  to  intervene  and  setting  forth  with 
particularity  both  the  facts  pertaining 
to  his  interest  and  the  basis  for  his  con¬ 
tentions  with  regard  to  each  aspect  on 
which  he  desires  to  intervene.  A  petition 
that  sets  forth  contentions  relating  only 
to  matters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  will  be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  of 
the  Applicants  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the  ex¬ 
amination  and  cross-examination  of 
witnesses,  with  respect  to  their  conten¬ 
tions  related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in 
the  proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
September  30,  1974.  A  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not 
be  granted  unless  the  Board  determines 
that  the  petitioner  has  made  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to 
file  on  time  and  after  the  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  those  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  2.714<d). 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  Applicants  by  September  19, 
1974. 

'  Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  At¬ 
tention:  Docketing  and  Service  Section, 
or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Reference  Section,  1717 
H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  Pending 
further  order  of  the  Board,  parties  are 
required  to  file,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  original  and 
twenty  (20)  conformed  copies  of  each 
such  paper  with  the  Commission.  A  copy 
of  the  petition  or  request  for  limited 
appearance  should  also  be  sent  to  the 
Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  and  to  Gerald  Chamoff,  Esquire, 
Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  &  Trowbridge,  910 
17th  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20006, 
attorney  for  the  Applicants. 

For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  construction  permits  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  the  Applicants’  en¬ 
vironmental  report.  The  application  and 
Environmental  Report  filed  by  the  joint 
applicants  Northern  States  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  a  Minnesota  corporation,  and 
Northern  States  Power  Company,  a  Wis¬ 
consin  corporation,  are  dated  April  26, 
1974.  The  Standardized  Nuclear  Unit 
Power  Plant  System  (SNUPPS) ,  Prelimi¬ 
nary  Safety  Analysis  Report  (PSAR) ,  In¬ 


cluding  the  Applicants’  separate  site 
Addendum  to  the  SNUPPS  PSAR,  was 
submitted  April  30,  1974.  An  additional 
document  entitled  “Reference  Safety 
Analysis  Report,  Revision  3,  Consolidated 
Version’’  is  incorporated  by  reference  in 
the  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report. 
RESAR-3  was  prepared  by  the  Westing- 
house  Electric  Corporation  and  incorpo¬ 
rates  information  by  specific  reference  on 
those  parts  of  the  facilities  for  which 
Westinghouse  has  design  responsibility. 

These  documents  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8:30  a.m..  and  5:00  p.m.  on  weekdays. 
Copies  of  these  documents  are  also  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Stout  Library  (Mr.  John  Jax, 
Director) ,  University  of  Wisconsin. 
Menomonie,  Wisconsin -for  inspection  by 
members  of  the  public  between  the  hours 
of  7:45  a.m.  and  midnight  Monday 
through  Thursday,  7:45  a.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.  on  Friday,  9:00  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m. 
on  Saturday,  and  1:00  p.m.  and  midnight 
on  Sunday.  As  they  become  available,  a 
copy  of  the  safety  evaluation  report  by 
the  Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  the  Commission’s  draft  and  final 
environmental  statements,  the  report  of 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  (ACRS),  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  permits,  the  transcripts  of  the 
prehearing  conferences  and  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  and  other  relevant  documents,  will 
also  be  available  at  the  above  locations. 
Copies  of  the  Directorate  of  Licensing’s 
safety  evaluation  report  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  final  environmental  statement, 
the  proposed  construction  permits  and 
the  ACRS  report  may  be  obtained,  when 
available,  by  request  to  the  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate 
of  Licensing,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
21st  day  of  August  1974. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission, 

Paul  C.  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.74-19991  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  60-483,  STN  50-486] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and  2;  Hearing  on 
Application  for  Construction  Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2,  “Rules  and  Practice,” 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  set 
in  the  future,  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  (Board) ,  to  consider  the 
application  filed  under  the  Act  by  the 
Union  Electric  Company  (the  Applicant) , 
for  two  permits  to  construct  two  pres¬ 
surized  water  nuclear  reactors  desig- 
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nated  as  the  Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and 
2,  each  designed  for  Initial  operation  at 
approximately  3,411  megawatts  thermal 
with  an  equivalent  net  electrical  output 
of  approximately  1,120  megawatts.  The 
proposed  facilities  are  to  be  located  on 
the  Applicant’s  site  in  Callaway  County, 
Missouri 

The  application  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  one  of  four  concurrently  filed 
applications  which  comprise  the  Stand¬ 
ardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant  Sys¬ 
tem  (SNUPPS).  The  other  SNUPPS  ap¬ 
plications  were  filed  by  (1)  Kansas  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  and  Kansas  City 
Power  and  Light  Company  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station, 
Unit  No.  1,  In  Cbffey  County,  Kansas 
(Docket  No.  STN  50-482) ;  (2)  Northern 
States  Power  Company,  a  Minnesota 
corporation,  and  Northern  States  Power 
Company,  a  Wisconsin  corporation,  for 
the  proposed  Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units 
1  and  2,  In  Dunn  County,  Wisconsin 
(Docket  Nos.  STN  50-484  and  STN  50- 
487) ;  and  (3)  Rochester  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Corporation  for  the  proposed  Ster¬ 
ling  Power  Project  Nuclear  Unit  1  in 
Cayuga  County,  New  York  (Docket  No. 
STN  50-485). 

The  SNUPPS  applications  were  filed 
and  are  being  processed  pursuant  to  the 
“Duplicate  Plant”  approach  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy  for  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  This  approach  in¬ 
volves  simultaneous  review  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulatory  staff  of  the  safety 
related  parameters  of  duplicate  plants 
to  be  constructed  by  a  utility  or  a  group 
of  utilities.  Duplicate  plant  construction 
permit  applications  are  filed  individually 
but  reference,  for  the  technical  informa¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  design  specified  in  10 
CFR  50.34,  a  single  document  describing 
the  design  of  the  reactors  which  are  to 
be  constructed  and  operated  at  the  vari¬ 
ous  sites  and  the  postulated  site 
parameters  for  the  design.  A  separate 
applicant’s  Environmental  Report  is  filed 
for  each  site  and  the  environmental  im¬ 
pact  at  each  site  is  separately  assessed 
by  the  Commission’s  regulatory  staff; 
however,  since  the  design  is  essentially 
the  same  for  all  reactors  comprising  any 
particular  duplicate  plant  group,  it  can 
be  expected  that  certain  basic  assump¬ 
tions  concerning  the  release  of  radio¬ 
active  materials  during  both  normal  op¬ 
eration  and  postulated  accident  condi¬ 
tions  will  be  the  same  for  each  of  the 
reactors.  The  “Duplicate  Plant”  ap¬ 
proach  contemplates,  further,  separate 
licensing  proceedings  for  the  individual 
applications.  Each  such  proceeding  may, 
if  appropriate,  be  composed  of  two  (or 
more)  phases  (for  example,  a  phase  re¬ 
lating  to  radiological  health  and  safety 
matters  and  a  phase  relating  to  environ¬ 
mental  matters) .  It  is  contemplated  that 
the  sequence  of  these  phases  will  depend 
upon  the  circumstances,  and  that  for  any 
of  the  phases,  two  or  more  related  du¬ 
plicate  plant  proceedings  may  be  con¬ 
solidated  for  a  hearing  session  to  con¬ 
sider  common  issues  relating  to  the  ap¬ 
plications  involved. 

The  hearing  in  this  proceeding  (and 
in  each  of  the  other  SNUPPS  proceed¬ 


ings)  will  be  conducted  by  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  which  has 
been  designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel,  consisting  of  Dr.  George  C.  Ander¬ 
son,  Lester  Komblith,  Jr.,  and  Samuel 
W.  Jensch,  Esquire,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  application  and  en¬ 
vironmental  review  and  upon  receipt  of 
a  report  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of 
Regulation  will  consider  making  affirma¬ 
tive  findings  on  Items  1-3,  a  negative 
finding  on  Item  4,  and  an  affirmative 
finding  on  Item  5  specified  below  as  a 
basis  for  the  issuance  of  construction 
permits  to  the  Applicant: 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended.  1.  Whether  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  50.35(a): 

(a)  The  Applicant  has  described  the 
proposed  design  of  the  facilities  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  the  principal 
architectural  and  engineering  criteria 
for  the  design,  and  has  identified  the 
major  features  or  components  incor¬ 
porated  therein  for  the  protection  of  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  considera¬ 
tion,  will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety 
analysis  report; 

(c;  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  Appli¬ 
cant  and  the  Applicant  has  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted,  a  research 
and  development  program  reasonably 
designed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  compo¬ 
nents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  that  (i) 
such  safety  questions  will  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest  date 
stated  in  the  application  for  completion 
of  construction  of  the  proposed  facilities, 
and  (ii)  taking  into  consideration  the  site 
criteria  contained  in  10  CFR  Part  100, 
the  proposed  facilities  can  be  constructed 
and  operated  at  the  proposed  location 
without  undue  risk  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  Applicant  is  techni¬ 
cally  qualified  to  design  and  construct  the 
proposed  facilities; 

3.  Whether  the  Applicant  is  finan¬ 
cially  qualified  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facilities;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  permits  for 
construction  of  the  facilities  will  be  inim¬ 
ical  to  the  common  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  vhe 
public. 


Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  ( NEPA ).  5. 
Whether,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  Part  51,  the  con¬ 
struction  permits  should  be  issued  as 
proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is  not 
a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined  by  10 
CFR  2.4 (n),  the  Board  will  determine; 

(1)  without  conducting  a  de  novo  evalu¬ 
ation  of  the  application,  whether  the 
application  and  the  record  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  contain  sufficient  information, 
and  the  review  of  the  application  by  the 
Commission’s  regulatory  staff  has  been 
adequate,  to  support  the  proposed  find¬ 
ings  to  be  made  by  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  on  Items  1-4  above,  and  to  support, 
insofar  as  the  Commission’s  licensing  re¬ 
quirements  under  the  Act  are  concerned, 
the  issuance  of  the  construction  permits 
proposed  by  the  Director  of  Regulation; 
and  (2)  whether  the  review  conducted  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  NEPA  has 
been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding.  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  the 
construction  permits  should  be  issued  to 
the  Applicant. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  the  proceeding  is  con¬ 
tested  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  51.52(c) :  (1) 
determine  whether  the  requirements  of 
section  102(2)  (C)  and  (D)  of  NEPA  and 
10  CFR  Part  51  have  been  complied  with 
in  this  proceeding;  (2)  independently 
consider  the  final  balance  among  con¬ 
flicting  factors  contained  in  the  record  of 
the  proceeding  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken; 
and  (3)  determine  whether  the  construc¬ 
tion  permits  should  be  issued,  denied,  or 
appropriately  conditioned  to  protect  en¬ 
vironmental  values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.751a. 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  “Duplicate  Plant’’  concept  neces¬ 
sarily  requires  a  degree  of  flexibility  in 
the  hearing  process  since  proceedings  on 
some  of  the  applications  involved  may  be 
contested,  while  others  may  be  uncon¬ 
tested.  Further,  the  environmental  review 
may  be  completed  before  the  radiological 
health  and  safety  review  in  the  case  of 
some  applications,  while  the  reverse  may 
be  true  for  others.  The  need  for  flexibility 
in  these  circumstances  is  recognized  and 
provided  for  in  the  proposed  amendments 
to  10  CFR  Parts  2  and  50  relating  to 
the  duplicate  plant  concept  (39  FR 
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13668) .  The  purpose  of  this  rulemaking 
is  to  consider  the  adoption  of  rules  ap¬ 
plicable  to  duplicate  plant  proceedings  as 
a  class.  In  this  particular  proceeding,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that,  in  the 
interest  of  orderly  procedure  and  the 
avoidance  of  wasteful  duplicative  effort, 
rules  embodying  the  substance  of  the 
proposed  amendments  should  apply.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  following  supplemental 
rules  shall  apply  in  this  proceeding : 

1.  Separate  hearings  on  separate  is¬ 
sues;  consolidation  of  proceedings,  a. 
The  Board  may  order  separate  hearings 
on  particular  phases  of  the  proceeding, 
such  as  matters  related  to  the  acceptabil¬ 
ity  of  the  design  of  the  reactor,  in  the 
context  of  the  site  parameters  postulated 
for  the  design,  or  environmental  matters. 

b.  If  a  separate  hearing  is  held  on  a 
particular  phase  of  the  proceeding,  the 
Board  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.716, 
consolidate  this  proceeding  for  hearing 
on  that  phase  with  one  or  more  of  the 
other  SNUPPS  proceedings  to  consider 
common  issues  relating  to  the  applica¬ 
tions  involved  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceedings,  if  it  finds  that  such  action  will 
be  conducive  to  the  proper  dispatch  of 
its  business  and  to  the  ends  of  justice. 

In  fixing  the  place  of  any  such  consoli¬ 
dated  hearing,  due  regard  will  be  given  to 
the  convenience  and  necessity  of  the 
parties,  petitioners  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  and  the  attorneys  or  representa¬ 
tives  of  such  persons  and  the  public 
interest. 

2.  Initial  decisions  in  consolidated 
hearings.  At  the  conclusion  of  any  sepa¬ 
rate  hearing  held  on  a  particular  phase 
of  this  proceeding,  the  Board  will  render 
a  partial  initial  decision  which  may  be 
appealed  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.762.  No 
construction  permits  will  be  issued  to  the 
Applicant  until  an  initial  decision  has 
been  issued  on  all  phases  of  the  hearing 
and  all  issues  under  the  Act  and  NEPA 
appropriate  to  the  application  in  this 
proceeding  have  been  resolved. 

3.  Finality  of  decisions  on  separate 
issues.  No  matter  which  has  been  re¬ 
solved  in  one  phase  of  the  hearing  shall 
be  considered  further  at  another  phase 
of  the  hearing  except  on  the  basis  of 
significant  new  information  that  sub¬ 
stantially  affects  the  conclusion(s) 
reached  at  the  other  phase  or  other  good 
cause. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a,  and  the 
specific  provisions  of  this  notice  set  forth 
above,  a  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board  on  issues  pursuant  to  NEPA  and 
general  site  suitability  and  certain  other 
possible  issues  may  be  held  and  issued 
prior  to  and  separate  from  the  hearing 
and  decision  on  other  issues.  In  the  event 
the  Board,  after  the  hearing,  makes  fav¬ 
orable  findings  on  such  issues,  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Regulation  may,  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  50.10(e) ,  authorize  the  Applicant  to 
conduct  certain  onsite  work  entirely  at 
his  own  risk  prior  to  completion  of  the 
remainder  of  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is  not 
qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  request  permission  to  make 
a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  2.715.  A  person 


making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but  may 
state  his  position  and  raise  questions 
which  he  would  like  to  have  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above.  Limited 
appearances  will  be  permitted  at  the 
time  of  the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  within  such  limits  and  on 
such  conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the 
Board.  Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limi¬ 
ted  appearance  are  requested  to  inform 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  and 
others  in  the  manner  specified  below. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  must  file  a  written  petition  under 
oath  or  affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  results 
of  the  proceeding,  and  any  other  conten¬ 
tions  of  the  petitioner  including  the  facts 
and  reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted 
to  intervene,  with  particular  reference 
to  the  following  factors:  (1)  the  nature 
of  the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to 
be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2) 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the  possible  ef¬ 
fect  of  any  order  which  may  be  entered 
in  the  proceeding  on  the  petitioner’s  in¬ 
terest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
identifying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects 
of  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceeding 
as  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  setting  forth  with  particu¬ 
larity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his 
interest  and  the  basis  for  his  contentions 
with  regard  to  each  aspect  on  which  he 
desires  to  intervene.  A  petition  that  sets 
forth  contentions  relating  only  to 
matters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  will  be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  of 
the  Applicant  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the  ex¬ 
amination  and  cross-examination  of 
witnesses,  with  respect  to  their  conten¬ 
tions  related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in 
the  proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
September  30,  1974.  A  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not 
be  granted  unless  the  Board  determines 
that  the  petitioner  has  made  a  substan¬ 
tial  showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to 
file  on  time  and  after  the  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  those  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  2.714(d). 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  Applicant  by  September  19, 
1974. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this 
proceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  United  States  Atomic 


Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention;  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1717  H  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  orig¬ 
inal  and  twenty  (20)  conformed  copies  of 
each  such  paper  with  the  Commission.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  or  request  for  lim¬ 
ited  appearance  should  also  be  sent  to 
the  Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545  and  to  Gerald  Chamoff,  Esquire, 
Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  &  Trowbridge,  910 
17th  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20006,  attorney  for  the  Applicant. 

For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  construction  permits  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  the  Applicant’s  envi¬ 
ronmental  report.  The  application  filed 
by  Union  Electric  Company  is  dated 
April  30,  1974,  and  the  Environmental 
Report  is  dated  May  30, 1974.  The  Stand- 
ardized  Nuclear  Unit  Power  Plant  System 
(SNUPPS)  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis 
Report  (PSAR),  including  the  Appli¬ 
cant’s  separate  site  Addendum  to  the 
SNUPPS  PSAR,  was  submitted  April  30, 
1974.  An  additional  document  entitled 
“Reference  Safety  Analysis  Report,  Re¬ 
vision  3,  Consolidated  Version”  is  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  in  the  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  Report.  RESAR-3  was 
prepared  by  the  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corporation  and  incorporates  informa¬ 
tion  by  specific  reference  on  those  parts 
of  the  facilities  for  which  Westinghouse 
has  design  responsibility. 

These  documents  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  on  weekdays. 
Copies  of  these  documents  are  also  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Fulton  City  Library  (Mrs. 
Frieda  Metweedie,  Librarian)  709  Mar¬ 
ket  Street,  Fulton,  Missouri  for  inspec¬ 
tion  by  members  of  the  public  between 
the  hours  of  9:00  a.m.  and  9:00  p.m. 
Monday  through  Friday,  and  9:00  a.m. 
to  6:00  p.m.  on  Saturday,  and  at  the 
Olin  Library  of  Washington  University 
(Mrs.  Ranata  Rotkowicz),  Skinker  and 
Lindell  Boulevards,  St.  Louis,  Missouri, 
for  inspection  by  members  of  the  public 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  mid¬ 
night  Monday  through  Thursday,  8:00 
a.m.  and  10:00  p.m.  on  Friday,  9:00  a.m. 
and  10:00  p.m.  on  Saturday,  and  11:00 
a.m.  and  midnight  on  Sunday.  As  they 
become  available,  a  copy  of  the  safety 
evaluation  report  by  the  Commission’s 
Directorate  of  Licensing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  draft  and  final  environmental 
statements,  the  report  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
(ACRS) ,  the  proposed  construction  per¬ 
mits,  the  transcripts  of  the  prehearing 
conferences  and  of  the  hearing,  and 
other  relevant  documents,  will  also  be 
available  at  the  above  locations.  Copies 
of  the  Directorate  of  Licensing’s  safety 
evaluation  report  and  the  Commission’s 
final  environmental  statement,  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  permits  and  the  ACRS 
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report  may  be  obtained,  when  available, 
by  request  to  the  Deputy  Director  for 
Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing,  United  States  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this 
21st  day  of  August  1974. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission 
Paul  C-  Bender, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.74-19989  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483 ;STN  50-486] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and  2;  Receipt  of 
Application  for  Construction  Permits  and 
Facility  Licenses;  Availability  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Environmental  Report;  Time  for 
Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 
Matters 

Union  Electric  Company  (the  appli¬ 
cant),  pursuant  to  section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
has  filed  an  application,  which  was 
docketed  June  21, 1974,  for  authorization 
to  construct  and  operate  two  generating 
units  utilizing  two  standardized  pressur¬ 
ized  water  reactors.  The  application  was 
tendered  on  April  30,  1974.  Following  a 
preliminary  review  for  completeness,  the 
application  was  accepted  on  June  18, 
1974,  for  docketing. 

The  application  has  been  docketed 
under  one  of  the  options  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  standardization  policy  for  nuclear 
power  plants.  The  applicable  option  in¬ 
volves  a  limited  number  of  duplicate 
plants  to  be  constructed  within  a  limited 
time  span  by  a  utility  or  group  of  utili¬ 
ties.  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483  and  STN 
50-486  have  been  assigned  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  should  be  referenced  in  any  cor¬ 
respondence  relating  to  the  application. 
The  other  duplicate  plants  are:  Docket 
No.  STN  50-482  involving  an  application 
by  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
and  Kansas  City  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  for  a  construction  permit  for  the 
Wolf  Creek  Generating  Unit  No.  1  to  be 
located  in  Coffey  County,  Kansas;  Doc¬ 
ket  Nos.  STN  50-484  and  STN  50-487 
involving  an  application  by  Northern 
States  Power  Company,  a  Minnesota  cor¬ 
poration,  and  Northern  States  Power 
Company,  a  Wisconsin  corporation,  for 
construction  permits  for  the  Tyrone 
Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  to  be  located 
in  Dunn  County,  Wisconsin,  and  Docket 
No.  STN  50-485  involving  an  application 
by  Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  a  construction  permit  for  the 
Sterling  Power  Project  Nuclear  Unit  1 
to  be  located  in  Cayuga  County,  New 
York. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facilities,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  applicants  as  the  Callaway 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  are  located  approxi¬ 
mately  five  miles  north  of  the  Missouri 
River  in  Callaway  County,  Missouri,  ap¬ 
proximately  ten  miles  southeast  of  Ful¬ 
ton,  Missouri,  and  are  each  designed  for 


initial  operation  at  approximately  3411 
megawatts  (thermal),  with  a  net  elec¬ 
trical  output  of  approximately  1120 
megawatts. 

A  notice  of  hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  will  be  published 
separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit  such 
views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention; 
Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and  Indem¬ 
nity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  29, 1974.  The  request  should 
be  filed  in  connection  with  Docket  Nos. 
STN  50-483-A  and  STN  50-486-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  and  at  the 
Fulton  City  Library  (Mrs.  Frieda  Met- 
weedie) ,  709  Market  Street,  Fulton,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  at  the  Olin  Library  of  Wash¬ 
ington  University  (Mrs.  Ranata  Rotko- 
wicz),  Skinker  and  Lindell  Boulevards, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

The  applicant  has  also  filed  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  pursuant  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Commission  in 
10  CFR  Part  51,  dated  May  30,  1974.  The 
report,  which  discusses  environmental 
considerations  related  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  the  proposed  facil¬ 
ities,  is  being  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  aforementioned  loca¬ 
tions  and  at  the  Division  of  Planning, 
Office  of  Administration,  P.O.  Box  809, 
Jefferson  City,  Missouri  65101,  and  at 
the  Mid-Missouri  Regional  Planning 
Commission,  10  West  Sixth  Street,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Missouri  65251. 

•After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commission’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tory  staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  statement.  The  summary  notice 
will  also  contain  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  comments  of  Federal  agencies  and 
State  and  local  officials  will  be  made 
available  when  received.  Upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  comments  submitted  with  respect 
to  the  draft  environmental  statement, 
the  Regulatory  staff  will  prepare  a  final 
environmental  statement,  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  which  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  16th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  1-1,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc .74-19985  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  S^N  50-484;  STN  50-487] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO.  (MINNE¬ 
SOTA)  AND  NORTHERN  STATES  POWER 
CO.  (WISCONSIN) 

Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2;  Receipt 
of  Application  for  Construction  Permits 
and  Facility  Licenses;  Availability  of 
Applicants’  Environmental  Report;  Time 
for  Submission  of  Views  of  Antitrust 
Matters 

Northern  States  Power  Company,  a 
Minnesota  corporation,  and  Northern 
States  Power  Company,  a  Wisconsin  cor¬ 
poration  (the  applicants),  pursuant  to 
section  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  have  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion,  which  was  docketed  June  21,  1974, 
for  authorization  to  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate  two  generating  units  utilizing  two 
standardized  pressurized  water  reactors. 
The  application  was  tendered  on  April  30, 
1974.  Following  a  preliminary  review  for 
completeness,  the  application  was  ac¬ 
cepted  on  June  18,  1974,  for  docketing. 

This  application  has  been  docketed 
under  one  of  the  options  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  standardization  policy  for  nuclear 
power  plants.  The  applicable  option  in¬ 
volves  a  limited  number  of  duplicate 
plants  to  be  constructed  within  a  limited 
time  span  by  a  utility  or  group  of 
utilities.  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-484  and 
STN  50-487  have  been  assigned  to  the 
application  and  should  be  referenced  in 
any  correspondence  relating  to  the  ap¬ 
plication.  The  other  duplicate  plants  are: 
Docket  No.  STN  50-482  involving  an  ap¬ 
plication  by  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  and  Kansas  City  Power  and 
Light  Company  for  a  construction  permit 
for  the  Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station, 
Unit  No.  1  to  be  located  in  Coffey  County, 
Kansas;  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483  and 
STN  50-486  involving  an  application  by 
Union  Electric  Company  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  the  Callaway  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  to  be  located  in  Callaway 
County,  Missouri,  and  Docket  No.  STN 
50-485  involving  an  application  by 
Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corporation 
for  a  construction  permit  for  the  Sterling 
Power  Project  Nuclear  Unit  1  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  Cayuga  County,  New  York. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facilities,  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  applicants  as  the  Tyrone 
Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  are  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  left  descending  bank  of  the 
Chippewa  River  in  Dunn  County,  Wis¬ 
consin,  approximately  19  miles  west- 
southwest  of  Eau  Claire,  Wisconsin,  and 
are  each  designed  for  initial  operation 
at  approximately  3411  megawatts  (ther¬ 
mal),  with  a  net  electrical  output  of 
approximately  1120  megawatts. 

A  notice  of  hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  sub¬ 
mit  such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Li- 
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censing,  on  or  before  October  29,  1974. 
The  request  should  be  filed  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-484-A 
and  STN  50-487-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
and  at  the  Stout  Library  (Mr.  John  Jax, 
Director),  University  of  Wisconsin, 
Menomonie,  Wisconsin. 

The  applicants  have  also  filed  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Report,  pursuant  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  and  the  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  10  CFR  Part  51,  dated 
April  26,  1974.  The  report,  which  dis¬ 
cusses  environmental  considerations  re¬ 
lated  to  the  construction  and  operation 
of  the  proposed  facilities,  is  being  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
aforementioned  locations  and  at  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Planning  and  Budget,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Administration,  One  West 
Wilson  Street,  State  Office  Building, 
Madison,  Wisconsin  53701. 

After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commission’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tory  staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  statement.  The  summary  notice 
will  also  contain  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that  comments  of  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  and  State  and  local  officials  will  be 
made  available  when  received.  Upon 
consideration  of  comments  submitted 
with  respect  to  the  draft  environmental 
statement,  the  Regulatory  staff  will  pre¬ 
pare  a  final  environmental  statement, 
the  availability  of  which  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  16th 
day  of  August  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  1-1,  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Licensing. 

IFR  Doc.74-19986  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-485] 

ROCHESTER  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permit;  and  Operating  License;  Time  for 
Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrrust 
Matters 

Rochester  Gas  and  Electric  Corpora¬ 
tion  (the  applicant) ,  pursuant  to  section 
103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  has  filed  an  application,  which 
was  docketed  June  21,  1974,  for  author¬ 
ization  to  construct  and  operate  a  gen¬ 
erating  unit  utilizing  a  standardized 
pressurized  water  reactor.  The  applica¬ 
tion  was  tendered  on  April  30,  1974.  Fol¬ 
lowing  a  preliminary  review  for  com¬ 
pleteness,  the  application  was  accepted 
on  June  18,  1974,  for  docketing. 


This  application  has  been  docketed 
under  one  of  the  options  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy  for  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  The  applicable  op¬ 
tion  involves  a  limited  number  of  du¬ 
plicate  plants  to  be  constructed  within 
a  limited  time  span  by  a  utility  or  group 
of  utilities.  Docket  No.  STN  50-485  has 
been  assigned  to  the  application  and 
should  be  referenced  in  any  correspond¬ 
ence  relating  to  the  application.  The 
other  duplicate  plants  are:  Docket  No. 
STN  50-482  involving  an  application  by 
Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and 
Kansas  City  Power  and  Light  Company 
for  a  construction  permit  for  the  Wolf 
Creek  Generating  Station,  Unit  No.  1  to 
be  located  in  Coffey  County,  Kansas; 
Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483  and  STN  50- 
486  involving  an  application  by  Union 
Electric  Company  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  the  Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and 
2,  to  be  located  in  Callaway  County, 
Missouri,  and  Docket  Nos.  STN  50-484 
and  STN  50-487  involving  an  application 
by  Northern  States  Power  Company,  a 
Minnesota  corporation,  and  Northern 
States  Power  Company,  a  Wisconsin  cor¬ 
poration,  for  construction  permits  for  the 
Tyrone  Energy  Park,  Units  1  and  2,  to 
be  located  in  Dunn  County,  Wisconsin. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facility,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  applicant  as  the  Sterling 
Power  Project  Nuclear  Unit  1,  is  bounded 
on  the  northwest  by  Lake  Ontario,  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  Cayuga  County,  New  York,  and 
is  designed  for  initial  operation  at  ap¬ 
proximately  3411  megawatts  (thermal), 
with  a  net  electrical  output  of  approxi¬ 
mately  1120  megawatts. 

A  notice  of  hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  will  be  published 
separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  presented  to  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention,  Chief,  Office  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  October  29,  1974.  The  request 
should  be  filed  in  connection  with  Docket 
No.  STN  50-485-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Section,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  and  at  the 
Seymour  Library  (Mr.  Erskine,  Librar¬ 
ian),  Case  Memorial  Building,  176 
Genesee  Street,  Auburn,  New  York. 

Approximately  September  30,  1974  the 
applicant  plans  to  file  an  Environmental 
Report,  pursuant  to  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Commission  in  10  CFR 
Part  51.  The  report  will  discuss  environ¬ 
mental  considerations  related  to  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
facility.  After  it  is  docketed,  it  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
aforementioned  locations  and  at  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Environmental  Analysis,  New  York 
Department  of  Environmental  Conserva¬ 
tion,  Albany,  New  York  12210;  at  the 
New  York  State  Atomic  Energy  Council, 
New  York  State  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  99  Washington  Street,  Albany, 


New  York  12210;  and  at  the  Central  New 
York  Regional  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Board,  321  East  Water  Street, 
Syracuse,  New  York  13202.  A  notice  of 
availability  of  Applicant’s  Environmental 
Report  will  be  published  following  dock¬ 
eting  of  the  Environmental  Report. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  16th 
day  of  August,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  1-1,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.74-19987  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

|  Docket  Noe.  25513;  25280;  Order  74-8-104] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 
Increased  Fuel  Costs 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1974. 

In  the  matter  of  Agreements  adopted 
by  the  Traffic  Conferences  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association  relat¬ 
ing  to  increased  fuel  costs,  Docket  25513, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  24596;  R-l  through 
R-6;  Docket  25280;  Agreement  C.A.B. 
24597  and  R-l  through  R-8. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  between  various  air  carriers,  for¬ 
eign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Traf¬ 
fic  Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA) .  The 
agreements  were  adopted  as  a  result  of 
the  recommendations  of  a  special  Traf¬ 
fic  Advisory  Committee  meeting  held  at 
Fort  Lauderdale,  June  24-25,  1974,  and 
relate  to  increasing  passenger  fares  and 
cargo  rates  in  various  areas  due  to  in¬ 
creasing  prices  of  fuel. 

Insofar  as  the  agreement  directly  af¬ 
fects  fares  to/from  United  States  points, 
all  North/Central  Pacific  fares  would  be 
increased  8  percent,  and  South  Pacific 
fares,  5  percent,  effective  September  1, 
1974.  Fares  between  Guam  and  American 
Samoa,  on  the  one  hand,  and  other  Pa¬ 
cific  points,  on  the  other,  are  proposed 
to  be  increased  5  percent,  while  fares 
between  Guam  and  Europe/ Africa/Mid¬ 
dle  East  would  be  increased  by  4  percent. 
Fares  from  American  Samoa  to  Europe/ 
Africa/Middle  East  would  be  increased 
by  8  percent. 

The  agreements  also  propose  in¬ 
creases  in  cargo  rates,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1974,  of  8  percent  within  the 
Western  Hemisphere;  5  percent  over 
the  North  and  Mid  Atlantic;  and  5  per¬ 
cent  over  the  South  Pacific.  Rates  be¬ 
tween  Guam  and  American  Samoa,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  foreign  points  in  Aus¬ 
tralasia  and  in  Europe/Africa/Middle 
East,  on  the  other  hand,  will  be  in¬ 
creased  by  4  percent. 

The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  procedural  dates  for  the  receipt  of 
justification,  comments  and  replies  in 
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support  of,  or  in  opposition  to,  the 
agreements  as  they  affect  fares  and  rates 
to/from  U.S.  points.  All  U.S.  carrier 
members  of  IATA  operating  passenger 
or  cargo  services  in  the  respective  geo¬ 
graphical  areas  are  required  to  submit 
complete  and  detailed  justification,  sep¬ 
arated  by  area  and  service  (passenger 
or  cargo)  in  support  of  the  agreements. 
The  data  presented  in  their  justifica¬ 
tions  should  include,  but  not  be  limited 
to,  actual  or  contractual  prices  per  gal¬ 
lon  for  fuel  since  September  1973;  and 
financial  forecasts,  including  traffic  and 
capacity  projections  and  estimated  fuel 
consumption,  for  the  year  ending  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975,  with  and  without  the 
proposed  increases,  and  the  revenue 
gain  anticipated  from  implementing  the 
instant  agreement  as  well  as  the  reve¬ 
nue  gain  from  previous  fuel-related 
agreements. 

With  regard  to  the  proposed  increases 
in  North/Central  Pacific  passenger  fares 
and  North  Atlantic  cargo  rates,  we  will 
also  require  similar  data  from  North¬ 
west  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Seaboard  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  respectively.  Although 
Northwest  and  Seaboard  are  not  parties 
to  the  IATA  agreement,  they  are  major 
participants  in  these  markets,  and  the 
Board’s  consideration  of  the  proposed 
increases  must  include  an  evaluation  of 
the  impact  on  Northwest  and  Seaboard. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  All  United  States  air  carrier  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  International  Air  Transport 
Association  shall  file  within  ten  calendar 
days  after  the  date  of  service  of  this  or¬ 
der,  full  documentation  and  economic 
justification  (as  described  above)  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  subject  agreements; 

2.  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Sea¬ 
board  World  Airlines,  Inc.  shall  file 
within  ten  calendar  days  after  the  date 
of  service  of  this  order,  data  similar  to 
that  required  of  the  IATA  carriers  (as 
described  above)  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  increases  in  North/Central  Pacific 
passenger  fares  and  North  Atlantic  cargo 
rates,  respectively. 

3.  Comments  and/or  objections  from 
Interested  persons  shall  be  submitted 
within  twenty  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order;  and 

4.  Tariffs  implementing  the  subject 
agreements  shall  not  be  filed  in  advance 
of  Board  action  on  the  subject  agree¬ 
ments. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod,  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

[seal!  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.74-20161  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  269771 

NEW  YORK-RIO  PE  JANEIRO- 
JOHANNESBURG  CASE 
Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  October  8,  1974,  at 
10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  1031, 
North  Universal  Building,  1875  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
fore  Administrative  Law  Judge  Milton  H. 
Shapiro. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed 
to  submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and 
four  copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stipu¬ 
lations;  (3)  requests  for  information; 

(4)  statement  of  positions  of  parties;  and 

(5)  proposed  procedural  dates.  The  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights  will  circulate 
its  material  on  or  before  September  23, 
1974,  and  the  other  parties  on  or  before 
September  30,  1974.  The  submission  of 
the  other  parties  shall  be  limited  to 
points  on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights,  and  shall  fol¬ 
low  the  numbering  and  lettering  used  by 
the  Bureau  to  facilitate  cross-referenc¬ 
ing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  August  26, 
1974. 

[sealI  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.74-20159  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  26350] 

SITMAR  CRUISES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Further  Postponement  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  has 
been  further  postponed,  at  the  request  of 
Sitmar  Cruises,  Inc.,  from  August  28, 
1974  (39  FR  27341,  July  26,  1974),  to 
September  12,  1974,  at  10  a.m.  (local 
time)  in  Room  503,  Universal  Building, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  26, 
1974. 

[seal]  Milton  H.  Shapiro, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.74-20160  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER 
COMMISSION 

NOTICE  OF  MEETINGS 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Defense  Manpower 
Commission  will  meet  on  September  12, 
1974,  at  9:00  a.m.-ll:30  a.m.  and  on 
September  13,  1974,  at  9  a.m.-3  p.m.,  in 
Room  301F,  1111  18th  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  on  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  is  to  hear  a  presentation  by 
R/Adm.  Gene  LaRocque  USN  (Ret.)  of 


the  Center  for  Defense  Information  and 
exchange  views  on  the  subject  of  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  expenditures  as  related 
to  the  mission  of  the  Commission.  On 
September  13,  the  Commissioners  will 
review  and  discuss  staff  papers  and  meet 
newly  hired  staff  members. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Since  meeting  space  is  limited,  in¬ 
terested  persons  wishing  to  attend  should 
telephone  202/254-7803  by  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  Friday,  September  6, 1974. 

Paul  C.  Keenan,  Jr., 
Acting  Executive  Director. 

August  27,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-20128  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  258-6] 

DISCHARGES  OF  POLLUTANTS  TO 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Approval  of  State  Programs;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.74-16143  appearing  on  page 
26061  in  the  issue  of  July  16,  1974,  make 
the  following  change: 

Delegate  paragraph  9  and  replace  it 
with  the  following: 

9.  Delaware.  Approved  April  1,  1974. 
Administered  by  the  Department  of  Nat¬ 
ural  Resources  and  Environmental  Con¬ 
trol,  Tatnall  Building,  Dover,  Delaware 
19901.  EPA  Region  III,  Curtis  Building, 
6th  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19106. 

Dated:  August  23,  1974. 

Alan  G.  Kirk, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 

Enforcement  and  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc .74—20066  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

IBERIAN/U.S.  NORTH  ATLANTIC 

WESTBOUND  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Petition  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  petition  has  been  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  approval  pursuant  to  section 
14b  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended 
(75  Stat.  762,  46  U.S.C.  813a). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  a  copy 
of  the  current  contract  form  and  of  the 
petition,  reflecting  the  changes  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  language  of  said  con¬ 
tract,  at  the  Washington  office  of  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1100  L 
Street  NW.,  Room  10126  or  at  the  Field 
Offices  located  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana,  San  Francisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Old  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Comments  with  reference  to  the  proposed 
changes  and  the  petition,  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or 
before  September  19,  1974.  Any  person 
desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed 
modification  of  the  contract  form  and/ 
or  the  approved  contract  system  shall 
provide  a  clear  and  concise  statement 
of  the  matters  upon  which  they  desire 
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to  adduce  evidence.  An  allegation  of 
discrimination  or  unfairness  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  describing  the 
discrimination  or  unfairness  with  par¬ 
ticularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and 
circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
petition  (as  indicated  hereinafter),  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  application  to  modify  dual 
rate  contract  filed  by: 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire 
Billig,  Sher  ft  Jones,  P.C. 

Suite  300 

1126  Sixteenth  Street,  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Agreement  No.  9915  D.R.-3(a),  among 
the  members  of  the  Iberian/U.S.  North 
Atlantic  Westbound  Freight  Conference, 
is  an  application  to  modify  its  dual  rate 
contract  to  provide  for  unlimited  and  un¬ 
conditional  approval  of  the  Conference’s 
inland  authority. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  27, 1974. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20171  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


IBERIAN/U.S.  NORTH  ATLANTIC  WEST¬ 
BOUND  CONFERENCE;  MODIFICATION 
OF  AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  field  offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  September  19, 
1974.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment 
to  the  Commerce  of  the  United  States 
is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 


agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

Stanley  O.  Sher,  Esquire 
Billig,  Sher  &  Jones,  P.C. 

Suite  300 

1126  Sixteenth  Street,  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Agreement  No.  9615-9(a),  among  the 
parties  to  the  Iberian/U.S.  North  At¬ 
lantic  Westbound  Freight  Conference,  is 
an  application  for  extension  of  the  Con¬ 
ference’s  inland  authority. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  27,  1974. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.74-20170  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


SCANDINAVIAN  EAST  AFRICAN  LINES 
AND  IRAN  EXPRESS  LINES 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46  U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  September  19, 
1974.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

J.  J.  Soleto,  Inbound  Manager 

Jan  C.  Uiterwyk  Company,  Inc.,  General 

Agents 

Iran  Express  Lines 
715  E.  Bird  Street 
Tampa,  Florida  33604. 

Agreement  No.  10139  is  a  transship¬ 
ment  agreement  between  the  Scandi¬ 
navian  East  Africa  Line  and  the  Iran 
Express  Lines  applying  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  general  cargo  moving  under 


through  bills  of  lading  from  ports  of 
Madagascar  served  by  Scandinavian 
East  Africa  Line  to  United  States  At¬ 
lantic  and  Gulf  ports  served  by  Iran 
Express  Lines  with  transshipment  at 
Tamatave  or  any  other  Malagasy  port. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  27, 1974. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20172  Filed  8-28-74;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP74-61] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Motion  To  Terminate  Proceeding,  Proposed 
Rate  Increase,  Motion  To  Withdraw  Pe¬ 
tition  To  Intervene 

August  26,  1974. 

On  January  24, 1974,  Arkansas  Louisi¬ 
ana  Gas  Company  (Arkla)  tendered  for 
filing  tariff  sheets  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tar¬ 
iff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  which 
reflect  a  proposed  $180,527  annual  in¬ 
crease  in  jurisdictional  revenues  under 
Arkla’s  Rate  Schedule  G-2.  The  filing 
was  noticed  on  January  31,  1974,  and  on 
February  15,  1974,  a  timely  petition  to 
intervene  was  filed  by  the  City  of  Win¬ 
field,  Kansas,  (Winfield)  one  of  five  ju¬ 
risdictional  customers  served  under 
Arkla’s  Rate  Schedule  G-2.  By  order  of 
February  22,  1974,  the  Commission  ac¬ 
cepted  the  proposed  tariff  sheets  for  fil¬ 
ing  and  suspended  their  effectiveness  for 
one  day  (until  February  27,  1974), 
granted  Winfield  petition  to  intervene, 
established  hearing  procedures,  and  or¬ 
dered  Arkla  to  file  a  new  purchased  gas 
adjustment  (PGA)  clause  which  excludes 
in  PGA  adjustments  costs  associated  with 
concurrent  exchange.  In  conformance 
with  this  order,  Arkla  filed  its  modified 
PGA  clause  on  March  11, 1974.  By  motion 
of  the  Commission  Staff  filed  June  18, 
1974,  the  procedural  dates  set  by  the 
February  22  order  were  extended. 

On  July  10, 1974,  the  Commission  Staff 
served  testimony  in  which  Staff  stated 
that  after  reviewing  Arkla’s  filing  it  was 
Staff’s  position  that  the  rates  resulting 
therefrom  appeared  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable.  On  July  24,  1974,  Winfield  filed 
a  motion  to  withdraw  its  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  this  docket. 

Based  upon  its  finding  in  its  direct  evi¬ 
dentiary  presentation  that  Arkla 's  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  is  just  and  reason¬ 
able  and  in  light  of  Winfield’s  reqeust  to 
withdraw  its  petition  to  Intervene  in  this 
proceeding.  Staff,  on  July  29,  1974,  filed 
a  motion  to  terminate  the  proceeding  and 
approve  Arkla’s  proposed  increase  as  of 
February  27,  1974,  without  refund 

obligation. 

Our  review  of  Arkla’s  filing  and  Staff’s 
evidence,  as  well  as  the  pleadings  filed 
in  this  proceeding,  indicates  that  Arkla’s 
proposed  rates  are  not  excessive  and 
should  be  made  effective,  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1974,  without  refund  obligation.1 


1  See  Appendix  for  a  comparison  of  the 
cost-of -service  studies  of  Arkla  and  Staff. 
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Moreover,  for  good  cause  shown,  we  shall 
grant  Winfield’s  July  24,  1974,  motion  to 
withdraw  its  petition  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  Staff’s  motion 
to  terminate  this  proceeding  be  granted 
and  that  Arkla’s  proposed  rates  be  made 
effective  as  of  February  27,  1974,  with¬ 
out  refund  obligation. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Win¬ 
field’s  July  24,  1974,  motion  to  withdraw 
its  petition  to  intervene  in  this  docket. 


The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Staff’s 
July  29,  1974  motion  to  terminate  this 
proceeding  is  granted  and  Arkla’s  pro¬ 
posed  rates  are  made  effective  as  of 
February  27, 1974,  without  refund  obliga¬ 
tion. 

(B)  Winfield’s  July  24,  1974,  motion  to 
withdraw  its  petition  to  intervene  is 
granted. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


ducers  or  emergency  purchases,  to  be 
effective  July  1,  1974,  without  refund 
obligation.  Texas  Eastern  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  charge  and  collect  such  rate  in 
its  next  PGA  rate  increase  filing  and 
shall  record  such  amount  pursuant  to 
the  deferred  accounting  procedures  of 
its  PGA  clause. 

(B)  In  all  other  respects,  the  order  of 
June  28,  1974,  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20145  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  Nos.  RP71-29,  RP71-120] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Order  Granting  Rehearing  for  Purposes  of 
Further  Consideration 

August  23, 1974. 

On  July  24,  1974,  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corporation,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America,  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation  and 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Pipelines)  applied  for  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  Denying  Appeal, 
issued  June  24,  1974,  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding.  On  the  same  date. 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United) 
filed  a  motion  for  clarification  of  the 
above-cited  order,  requesting  further 
Commission  guidance  as  to  the  scope  of 
the  remanded  proceedings  herein.  We 
will  grant  the  petition  for  rehearing  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  permitting  further 
consideration  of  our  order  of  June  24, 
1974.  We  will  address  United’s  motion 
for  clarification  in  the  order  on 
rehearing. 

The  Commission  finds: 

Good  cause  exists  for  granting  re¬ 
hearing  in  this  proceeding  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  further  consideration. 

The  Commission  orders: 

The  petition  for  rehearing  is  granted 
for  the  limited  purpose  of  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  our  order  issued  June  24, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20146  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8867] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Tendered  Tariff  Sheets,  Permitting  Inter¬ 
vention,  Providing  for  Hearing  and  Es¬ 
tablishing  Procedures 

August  23,  1974. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 
(Wisconsin) ,  on  June  24,  1974,  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  tariff 1 


1  See  Appendix  A  (Filed  with  original 
document.) 


Appendix. — Arkansas  Louisiana  Gat  Co.  Comparison — Cost  of  Service,  Revenues  and  Deficiency 


Line 

No. 


Description 


(a) 


Per  company  filing 

Per  staff  exhibit 

Year  1972 

Unit  cost 
per 

1,000  ft 8 1 

Year  1983 
adjusted 

Unit  cost 
per 

1,000  ft81 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

.  $4,992,665 
424, 379 
.  49, 164 

22. 03* 
1.87* 
.22* 

$4,895,470 

343,388 

39,092 

23.190 

1.630 

.190 

.  1,372,773 
.  1,405,334 

$12,634 

6.200 

1,259,645 

1,285,960 

$11. 473 
6.090 

.  2,778,107 

2,545,605 

.  8,244,315 

7, 823, 555 

Cost  of  service— functionalized: 


Storage _ 

Transmission: 


Total  cost  of  service. 


10  Total  commodity  unit  costs . ™ _  30.  320  . 

11  Total  demand  unit  costs . . . . .  $12. 634 

12 

13  Jurisdictional: 

13  Volumes  (1,000  ft «) . . . ... .  1, 900, 286 

14  Revenues  (line  13Xline  10) - - - -  $576, 167 

15  Demand  units  (1,000  ft8) _ _ _ ;  13,108 


16  Revenues  (line  lSXline  11) . . — — - . - ;  $165,606 

17  Total  jurisdicUonal  cost  of  service  (line  14  and  line  16) « - :  741, 773 

18  Actual  Revenue  Under  present  rates . . . . — - . — -  513,902 


Deficiency  1972;  1973 . = . — - — —  227,871 


31. 100 
$11. 473 


1,802,352 

$560,531 

13,193 


$151, 363 
711,894 
485,049 


226,845 


20  Annual  increase  at  proposed  rates . . . - -  180,527  . .  171,224 

21  Existing  deficiency  in  jurisdictional  revenues _ ... _ - ... — -  47, 344  - - 55, 621 


1 1,000  ft  8  volumes,  22,662,965.  Demand  units,  108,661; 

*  1,000  ft 8  volumes,  21,110,082.  Demand  units,  109,785. 


[FR  Doc.74-20139  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-98] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 
Order  on  Rehearing  Amending  Prior  Order 

August  23, 1974. 

On  June  26,  1974,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  filed  an  Application  For  Rehearing 
(Application)  of  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  June  28,  1974,  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  docket.  The  June  28,  1974,  order 
suspended  Texas  Eastern’s  proposed  PGA 
rate  increase  for  one  day  and  permitted 
it  to  become  effective  on  July  2,  1974, 
subject  to  refund.  The  suspension  was 
based  upon  the  fact  that  Texas  Eastern’s 
requested  rate  Increase  was  premised, 
in  part,  on  small  producers  and  emer¬ 
gency  purchases  at  rates  which  might  be 
excessive. 

In  its  Application,  Texas  Eastern 
points  out  that  the  amounts  related  to 
small  producer  and  emergency  gas  pur¬ 
chases  account  for  0.530/dth  in  Texas 
Eastern’s  Zone  A  rates  0.370/dth  In 


Texas  Eastern’s  other  zones.  In  contrast, 
Texas  Eastern  states  that  the  cumula¬ 
tive  effect  of  the  PGA  filing  on  Texas 
Eastern’s  commodity  rate  is  5.020/dth 
and  6.10^/dth  in  Zone  A  and  the  other 
zones  respectively.  In  its  application, 
Texas  Eastern  states  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  grant  rehearing  of  its  June 
28,  1974,  order  to  provide  that  the  re¬ 
fund  obligation  imposed  therein  is 
limited  to  that  portion  of  the  PGA  filing 
related  to  small  producer  and  emergency 
ga£  purchases  and  that  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  PGA  filing  should  be  re¬ 
leased  from  suspension  and  refund  ob¬ 
ligation. 

Texas  Eastern’s  arguments  are  per¬ 
suasive  and  accordingly  its  request  for 
relief  will  be  granted. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Within  15  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order,  Texas  Eastern  shall  file  sub¬ 
stitute  revised  tariff  sheets  incorporating 
that  portion  of  its  PGA  rate  adjustment 
reflecting  increase  purchased  gas  costs 
other  than  those  related  to  small  pro- 
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intended  to  supersede,  at  increased  rates, 
current  Wisconsin  rate  schedules  with 
eight  municipal  wholesale  customers.3 
Wisconsin  estimates  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
SI. 116, 306  based  on  the  twelve-month 
period  ending  December  31,  1973.  The 
presently  effective  rate  schedule  W-l  to 
Wisconsin’s  eight  customers  consists  of 
blocked  demand  and  energy  charges 
subject  to  fuel  adjustment,  power  factor 
adjustment  and  a  high  voltage  discount. 
Under  the  proposed  schedule  W-l  the 
entire  increase  is  in  the  demand  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  rate.  Wisconsin  requests  an 
effective  date  of  August  26,  1974,  for  its 
tendered  filing. 

Wisconsin,  through  its  filing,  main¬ 
tains  that  it  is  entitled  to  a  rate  of  return 
of  approximately  9.09  percent.  The  com¬ 
pany  has  also  included  fuel  costs  in  its 
computation  of  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  expenses  in  determining  the  work¬ 
ing  capital  allowance  of  rate  base. 

On  July  5,  1974,  public  notice  of  Wis¬ 
consin’s  tendered  filing  was  issued  which 
required  that  protests  or  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  be  filed  by  July  19,  1974.  A  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  was  filed  out  of  time, 
on  July  24,  1974,  by  seven  municipals.3 
Among  other  things,  the  municipals  al¬ 
lege  that  (1)  the  proposed  rates  for 
wholesale  electric  service  are  generally 
higher  than  retail  rates  for  large  indus¬ 
trial  and  commercial  service  which  dif¬ 
ference  diminishes  petitioners’  ability  to 
compete  with  the  company  for  retail  cus¬ 
tomers  and  is  discriminatory  and  anti¬ 
competitive;  4  (2)  Rate  Schedule  provi¬ 
sions  exist  prohibiting  resale  to  other 
electric  public  utilities  without  written 
consent; 5  (3)  Contract  provisions  exist 
which  prohibit  or  inhibit  purchase  from 
any  other  electric  company. 

The  municipals  also  state  that 
although  not  all  contracts  are  yet  avail¬ 
able  to  make  a  determination  of  appli¬ 
cability,  the  issue  of  the  Mobile-Sierra 
doctrine  would  be  raised  by  them  if  ap¬ 
propriate  to  this  proceeding.  The  munic¬ 
ipals  request  suspension  for  the  full  stat¬ 
utory  period  and  establishment  of  hear¬ 
ing  procedures. 

On  August  6,  1974,  Wisconsin  filed  an 
answer  to  the  municipals’  petition  to 
intervene  in  which  they  urge  a  denial  of 
such  petition  as  being  untimely.  They 
also  state  that  the  municipals’  allega¬ 
tions  of  price  squeeze  and  other  anti¬ 
competitive  behavior  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  Commission’s  jurisdiction 
and  that  the  Commission  has  no  author¬ 
ity  to  fashion  wholesale  rates  on  the  basis 


•The  Wisconsin  Cities  of  Algona,  Eagle 
River,  New  Holstein,  Sturgeon  Bay  and  Two 
Rivers,  the  Michigan  villages  of  Daggett  and 
Stratford  and  the  City  of  Stephenson. 

*  The  Wisconsin  Cities  of  Algona,  Eagle 
River,  New  Holstein,  Sturgeon  Bay,  and  Two 
Rivers,  and  the  Michigan  City  of  Stephenson, 
and  the  Village  of  Stratford. 

‘  Municipals  Petition  to  Intervene,  page  2. 

‘Id.,  page  3. 


of  retail  rates."  The  Company  also  alleges 
that  the  allegations  as  to  anticompeti¬ 
tive  practices  and  the  Mobile-Sierra 
issue  are  unsupported  by  specification  of 
facts  and  that  the  relief  requested  is  not 
set  out  within  the  petition. 

As  to  the  issue  of  price-squeeze,  the 
municipals  would  presumably  have  us 
establish  wholesale  rates  based  upon 
Wisconsin’s  rates  to  retail  purchasers. 
However,  as  we  have  stated  in  the  past, 
wholesale  rates,  over  which  we  have 
jurisdiction,  must  recover  fully  allocated 
wholesale  costs.7  To  base  wholesale  rates 
upon  retail  rates  would  be  limiting  our 
jurisdiction  on  the  basis  of  events  and 
regulatory  affairs  over  which  we  have  no 
control.  Retail  rate  levels  and  the  ac¬ 
counting  and  ratemaking  principles  un¬ 
derlying  those  rate  levels  are  under  the 
sole  jurisdiction  of  the  appropriate  state 
regulatory  agency.  The  Federal  Power 
Act  does  not  grant  us  authority  to  fash¬ 
ion  relief  on  the  basis  of  retail  rates.  For 
these  reasons  the  municipals’  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding  is  limited  so  as 
to  exclude  the  issue  of  price  squeeze. 

We  do  not  believe  that  evidence  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  alleged  anticompetitive  prac¬ 
tices  is  probative  of  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  wholesale  rates 
included  in  this  filing.  However,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  anticompetitive  allegations 
raised  by  the  municipals  involve  the 
proposed  FPC  Electric  Tariff  filed  herein, 
we  shall  consider  the  merits  of  these  al¬ 
legations  in  a  second  phase  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  (Phase  H),  which  will  be  the 
subject  of  a  hearing  and  decision  sepa¬ 
rate  and  apart  from  the  investigation 
into  the  justness  and  reasonableness  of 
the  wholesale  rates  included  in  the  Wis¬ 
consin  filing.  In  this  connection  we  direct 
the  municipals  to  direct  their  evidentiary 
presentation  specifically  to  the  conduct 
and  contract  provisions  which  they  al¬ 
lege  to  be  improper  and  the  proposed 
relief  sought. 

We  believe  that  this  procedure  will 
provide  an  appropriate  forum  for  the 
full  development  of  a  complete  eviden¬ 
tiary  record  concerning  the  alleged  anti¬ 
competitive  conduct.  (Cf.  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  Docket  No.  E-7777, 
issued  March  14,  1974).  If  Wisconsin  is 
shown  to  have  restricted  its  customers’ 
ability  to  develop  other  sources  of  of  gen¬ 
eration  or  resale  markets,  we  will  not 
hesitate,  to  the  extent  we  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  conduct  or  contracts  in¬ 
volved,  to  order  appropriate  reformation 


*  Citing  Southern  California  Edison  Co., 
Docket  No.  E-8570,  orders  issued  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1973  and  April  25,  1974;  Metropolitan 
Edison  Co.,  Docket  Noe.  E-8439  and  E-8394, 
order  issued  December  7,  1973;  and  Florida 
Power  &  Light  Co.,  Docket  No.  E-8008,  order 
Issued  November  21, 1973. 

7  See,  e.g..  Southern  California  Edison 
Company,  Docket  No.  E-8670,  Issued  April  26, 
1974,  rehearing  denied  June  6,  1074;  Paclflo 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Docket  No.  E- 
7777,  order  issued  March  14,  1974,  rehearing 
denied  May  15,  1974. 


of  the  contracts  or  any  other  measures 
which  have  been  shown  to  be  necessary 
to  remedy  the  conduct  established. 

We  limit  the  scope  of  Phase  H  of  this 
proceeding  to  the  allegedly  anticom¬ 
petitive  provisions  of  Wisconsin’s  juris¬ 
dictional  contracts  which  would  prevent 
the  municipals  from  establishing  alter¬ 
nate  sources  of  power  or  restrict  their 
right  to  wholesale  power. 

The  action  taken  herein  is  without 
prejudice  to  the  petitioners’  right  to 
raise  such  issues  relating  to  the  Mobile - 
Sierra  doctrine  as  they  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Review  of  the  rate  filing  and  the  plead¬ 
ings  indicate  that  issues  are  raised  which 
may  require  development  in  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing.  The  proposed  increased 
rates  and  charges  have  not  been  shown 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  proposed  increased  rates  shall 
be  accepted  for  filing,  suspended  for  one 
day  subject  to  refund,  and  set  for  hear¬ 
ing  in  Phase  I  of  these  proceedings. 

Upon  review  of  the  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  we  believe  good  cause  exists  to 
grant  intervention  to  the  seven  munic¬ 
ipals,  subject  to  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  this  order. 

The  Commission  finds ; 

(1)  The  proposed  changes  in  rates 
and  charges,  tendered  by  Wisconsin  on 
June  24,  1974,  should  be  accepted  for 
filing  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  into  hearings  under 
sections  205  and  206  of  the  Act  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  terms, 
and  conditions  proposed  by  Wisconsin, 
and  into  the  alleged  anticompetitive  ac¬ 
tivities  of  Wisconsin  as  hereinafter 
described. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
late  intervention  of  the  above-named 
intervenors  as  hereinafter  conditioned 
and  ordered. 

(4)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  sus¬ 
pend  Wisconsin’s  filing  for  the  full 
statutory  period. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  A  public  hearing  shall  be  held  on 
January  21,  1975,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  lawfulness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  in  Wisconsin’s  FPC  Electric  Tariff, 
(Phase  I). 

(B)  With  respect  to  Phase  I  of  these 
proceedings  the  Commission  Staff  shall 
file  its  evidence  and  exhibits  on  or  before 
December  2,  1974.  Any  intervenor  evi¬ 
dence  and  exhibits  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  December  16,  1974.  Any  rebuttal 
evidence  by  Wisconsin  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  December  30, 1974. 

(C)  Pending  such  aforementioned 
hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  Wiscon¬ 
sin’s  proposed  increase  in  rates  and 
charges  is  hereby  accepted  for  filing  as 
of  Juno  24,  1974,  suspended  for  one  day. 
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and  the  use  thereof  deferred  until  Au¬ 
gust  27, 1974. 

(D)  A  second  phase  (Phase  ID  of  this 
proceeding  is  hereby  instituted  for  the 
development  of  a  complete  evidentiary 
record  concerning  the  alleged  anticom¬ 
petitive  provisions  of  Wisconsin’s  juris¬ 
dictional  contracts.  Intervenors  shall  file 
testimony  and  exhibits  in  support  of  their 
allegations  relating  to  the  anticompeti¬ 
tive  effect  of  Wisconsin’s  proposed  FPC 
Electric  Tariff  on  or  before  January  23, 
1975.  Staff  Evidence,  if  any,  shall  be 
served  on  or  before  February  6,  1975. 
Wisconsin  shall  file  its  prepared  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  20,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by 
the  intervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  6,  1975.  A  public  hearing  for 
the  purpose  of  cross-examination  of  the 
filed  testimony  and  exhibits  shall  com¬ 
mence  on  March  25,  1975,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  preside  at  the  hearings  ini¬ 
tiated  by  this  order,  and  shall  conduct 
such  hearings  in  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  and  the  terms  of 
this  order. 

(F)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  the  patricipation 
of  such  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  over  which  this  Commission  has 
jurisdiction  and  which  affect  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in 
their  petition  to  intervene.  As  to  Phase  I, 
these  matters  are  limited  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  level  of  the  wholesale  rates  pro¬ 
posed  herein.  As  to  Phase  n,  these  mat¬ 
ters  are  limited  to  the  alleged  anticom¬ 
petitive  provisions  of  Wisconsin’s  juris¬ 
dictional  contracts. 

(G)  Municipal’s  petition  for  the 
maximum  suspension  of  Wisconsin’s 
filing  is  hereby  denied. 

(H)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  §  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20147  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP73-93] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Rate  Refunds 

August  22,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company  (CICo)  on  August  12, 1974, 


tendered  for  filing  a  Report  of  Rate  Re¬ 
funds  Pursuant  to  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  Order  issued  May  10,  1974,  in 
Docket  No.  RP73-93.  CIG  states  that 
this  report  sets  forth  in  detail  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  refunds  to  its  jurisdictional 
customers  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  approved 
by  the  Commission  on  May  10,  1974.  CIG 
states  that  these  refunds  are  for  the 
amounts  collected  by  it  in  excess  of  the 
reduced  rates  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  effective  as  of  October  1,  1973. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  10,  1974.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  .74-20091  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 
[Docket  No.  RP72-122] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rates  Under 

Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause 

Provisions 

August  22, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company,  a  division  of  Colorado  In¬ 
terstate  Corporation  (CIG),  on  August 
15,  1974,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second 
Revised  Volume  No.  1.  The  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional  sales  by  $13,138,259  over 
the  jurisdictional  revenues  as  proposed 
in  Docket  No.  RP74-77.  The  purchased 
gas  adjustment  is  reflected  in  both  the 
demand  and  commodity  rates  as  specified 
in  Section  21.1  of  CIG’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  CIG  states 
that  such  changes  reflect  actual  and  es¬ 
timated  increased  purchased  gas  costs. 
The  filing  is  made  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  21  of  CIG’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  the  Company’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  other  interested  persons,  in¬ 
cluding  public  bodies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 


or  before  September  12,  1974.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20096  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 
[Project  No.  1953] 

CONSOUDATED  WATER  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Change  in  Land 
Rights 

August  27, 1974. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  was  filed  April  26,  1974,  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a- 
825r)  by  the  Consolidated  Water  Power 
Company  (Correspondence  to:  Mr.  M.  B. 
Schoenholz,  Assistant  Secretary,  Consoli¬ 
dated  Water  Power  Company,  General 
Offices,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wisconsin 
54494)  for  change  in  land  rights  for  con¬ 
structed  Project  No.  1953,  known  as  the 
Du  Bay  Project,  located  on  Wisconsin 
River  in  Portage,  Marathon,  and  Wood 
Counties,  Wisconsin  and  affecting  lands 
of  the  United  States. 

Applicant  requests  approval  to  lease  a 
25  acre  parcel  of  land  in  Marathon 
County  adjacent  to  the  project  reser¬ 
voir  to  Consolidated  Employees  Recre¬ 
ation  Association  (CERA) . 

CERA  was  organized  to  provide  recre¬ 
ational  opportunities  for  the  employees 
and  families  of  employees  of  Consoli¬ 
dated  Papers,  Inc.,  which  has  over  4,000 
employees  in  Central  Wisconsin. 

The  parcel  would  be  used  as  a  camp 
ground  and  day  recreation  area.  Facili¬ 
ties  would  include  43  individual  camp¬ 
sites,  a  swimming  beach  with  a  pier  and 
diving  platform,  a  boat  launching  and 
trailer  parking  area,  toilet  facilities  and 
water  supply  sources. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  cm  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-20138  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  39,  NO.  170— FRIDAY,  AUGUST  30,  1974 


31700 


NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  CS7 1-896] 

DORIC  PETROLEUM,  INC. 

Notice  of  Redesignation 

August  23,  1974. 

By  a  letter  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  Re¬ 
stated  Certificate  of  Incorporation  dated 
March  15,  1974,  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  April  11,  1974,  Doric  Petroleum,  Inc., 
advises  that  it  has  changed  its  corporate 
name  from  Federal  Petroleum,  Inc. 

Accordingly,  the  small  producer  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
issued  by  the  Commission  in  Docket  No. 
CS  71-696  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder  is  redesignated  as  that 
of  Doric  Petroleum,  Inc.,  effective 
March  21,  1974,  the  date  of  filing  of  the 
company’s  Restated  Certificate  of  Incor¬ 
poration  with  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  State  of  Delaware. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20138  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP69-6,  etc] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  on  Rehearing 

August  26, 1974. 

In  the  matter  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Docket  Nos.  RP69-6,  RP69-20, 
RP70-11,  RP71-13,  RP72-130,  RP72-150, 
RP72-153,  RP72-155,  RP73-15,  RP73-19, 
RP73-20,  RP73-21,  RP73-44,  RP73-75, 
RP73-84,  RP73-104,  and  RP74-57. 

The  issue  before  the  Commission  in 
these  proceedings  concerns  the  appropri¬ 
ateness  of  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany’s  (El  Paso)  proposal  for  a  reserve 
for  exploration  and  an  allowance  for  ex¬ 
ploration  expense  included  in  a  rate  set¬ 
tlement  approved  by  the  Commission, 
but  reopened  for  comments  on  the  ex¬ 
ploration  issue. 

The  Commission  issued  an  order  on 
February  14,  1974,  approving  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  Docket  No.  RP69-6  and  the 
other  El  Paso  rate  cases  in  the  caption 
now  before  the  Commission  and  the 
courts.  The  Commission  noted  that  funds 
for  the  exploration  reserve  would  be 
established  by  providing  an  allowance  of 
1.28  cents  per  Mcf  applied  to  the  sales 
volumes  associated  with  the  locked-in 
period  in  Docket  No.  RP71-13.  This  would 
amount  to  $31.5  million  of  which  $17.1 
million  is  reflected  in  the  settlement  cost 
of  service.  The  areas  covered  by  the  ex¬ 
ploration  proposal  would  be  Arizona, 
Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Kansas  and  Offshore  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  The  Commission  discussed  ob¬ 
jections  of  Nevada  Power  Company  and 
the  State  of  California,  but  approved  the 
settlement.  The  Commission  noted  that 
the  Staff  had  orally  expressed  its  support 
of  the  proposed  settlement  but  took  no 
position  on  the  reserve  fund. 

On  March  15,  1974,  the  Nevada  Power 
Company  applied  for  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  order.  Nevada  argued: 

(1)  Section  4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
requires  the  refund  of  excessive  rates  and 
the  Commission  does  not  have  discretion; 


(2)  the  funds  to  be  retained  are  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  excessive  rates  collected  in 
Docket  No.  RP71-13;  (3)  the  Commis¬ 
sion  abused  its  discretion  in  failing  to 
order  refunds  of  the  $31.5  million  re¬ 
tained  in  the  fund;  and  (4)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  findings  are  not  adequate. 

After  granting  rehearing  for  purposes 
of  further  consideration,  the  Commission 
on  May  13,  1974,  directed  the  Staff  to 
file  comments  on  the  exploration  fund 
proposed  in  the  settlement,  and  Staff 
filed  such  comments  on  May  20,  1974. 
Staff  stated  its  view  that  the  $31.5  mil¬ 
lion  represent  refundable  excess  rates 
and  are  not  an  element  of  settled  cost  of 
service.  The  Staff  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  exploration  program  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  proposal  here  does  not  provide  for 
the  dedication  of  reserves  and  does  not 
meet  the  standards  of  Panhandle  East¬ 
ern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  et  al.,  48  FPC  518, 
Opinion  No.  626  (1972) ;  Natural  Gas 

Pipeline  Company  of  America, _ FPC 

_ _  Docket  No.  RP73-63,  issued  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1973;  Mississippi  River  Transmis¬ 
sion  Co., _ FPC _ ,  Opinion  No.  666, 

Docket  No.  RP72-149,  September  28, 
1973;  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  and 

CIG  Exploration,  Inc., _ FPC _ , 

Docket  Nos.  CP73-184,  et  al.,  issued  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1974. 

El  Paso  responds  that  the  allowance 
for  exploration  expense  is  an  element  of 
settled  cost  of  service  like  any  'other 
item  including  the  allowance  on  leases 
acquired  before  October  7,  1969.  In  any 
case,  El  Paso  says,  the  Commission  has 
the  authority  to  reduce  ordered  refunds 
and  to  permit  a  work-off  of  refund  obli¬ 
gations  citing  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  v.  F.P.C., 

_ US. _ ,  No.  73-437  (June  10, 

1974).  It  also' cites  the  record  that  it 
needs  the  funds  for  exploration,  that  the 
refund  reserve  provisions  based  in  part 
on  cost  of  service  would  cost  the  con¬ 
sumer  less  than  if  its  rates  were  based 
wholly  on  area  levels,  that  it  is  sharing 
in  the  risks  of  exploration,  and  that  the 
creation  of  the  exploration  fund  does  not 
result  in  any  additional  Income  to  its 
shareholders.  Comments  in  support  of 
El  Paso  making  similar  arguments  were 
filed  by  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (PG&E),  Arizona  Public  Service 
Company,  Southwest  Gas  Corporation, 
Southern  California  Gas  Company,  and 
Tucson  Gas  &  Electric  Company. 

In  the  first  place,  Nevada  Power’s  ar¬ 
gument  that  the  Commission  does  not 
have  discretion  whether  to  order  a  re¬ 
fund  is  contrary  to  Placid  Oil  Company 
v.  F.P.C.,  483  F.2d  880  (1973)  where  the 
Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  acting  within  the  bounds  of  its 
discretion  in  adopting  a  refund  credit 
work-off  program.  The  Supreme  Court  in 
Mobil,  supra,  affirmed  saying  (Slip  Opin¬ 
ion  at  pp.  30-31) : 

Plainly  the  Court  of  Appeals  did  not  err 
in  deciding  that  it  was  well  within  Commis¬ 
sion  discretion  and  expertise  to  conclude 
that  the  refund  workoft  credits  and  contin¬ 
gent  escalations  could  provide  opportunity 
for  Increased  prices  that  would  help  in  gen¬ 
erating  capital  funds  and  in  meeting  rising 
costs,  while  assuring  that  such  increases 
would  not  be  levied  upon  consumers  unless 
accompanied  by  increased  supplies  of  gas. 


On  the  merits,  we  note  that  El  Paso’s 
proposal  differs  from  the  requirements 
in  the  other  cases  cited  above  relating 
to  exploration.  Most  importantly,  the 
proposal  does  not  have  a  provision  for 
the  dedication  of  reserves  and  for  re¬ 
funds  in  case  the  reserves  are  not  dedi¬ 
cated.  However,  the  proposal  does  con¬ 
tain  provisions  that  effectively  place  part 
of  the  financial  burden  on  El  Paso  and 
provide  El  Paso  with  an  incentive  to  ex¬ 
plore  for  and  develop  gas  reserves  for  the 
benefit  of  its  interstate  customers: 

(1)  The  reserve  for  exploration  is  to  be 
charged  with  only  75  percent  of  unsuc¬ 
cessful  exploration  and  development 
costs;. the  other  25  percent  is  to  be  sup¬ 
plied  by  El  Paso. 

(2)  In  future  rate  determinations  75 
percent  of  all  investment  in  properties 
acquired  by  El  Paso  after  October  7, 1969, 
but  unproven  as  of  the  effective  date  of 
the  settlement  agreement  and  properties 
acquired  after  such  effective  date  are  to 
be  included  in  rate  base  and  75  percent 
of  all  expenses,  depreciation,  and  deple¬ 
tion  are  to  be  included  in  cost  of  service. 
The  remaining  25  percent  is  to  be  ex¬ 
cluded  in  each  case,  and  instead  a  charge 
would  be  included  equal  to  25  percent  of 
production  priced  at  area  rates,  which  are 
likely  to  be  higher  than  rates  computed 
on  the  basis  of  cost  of  service. 

(3)  75  percent  of  oil  revenues  that  may 
be  obtained  are  to  be  credited  to  cost  of 
service  (75  percent  of  oil  costs  are  to  be 
included  in  cost  of  service) . 

(4)  El  Paso  is  to  use  its  best  efforts  to 
attach  to  its  Southern  Division  all  gas 
production  obtained  as  a  result  of  its  ex¬ 
ploration  activities.  In  the  event  such 
production  cannot  be  attached  and  is  dis¬ 
posed  of  elsewhere,  75  percent  of  the  rev¬ 
enues  are  to  be  credited  to  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice,  while  75  percent  of  the  investment  is 
to  be  included  in  the  rate  base  and  75 
percent  of  the  expenses  are  to  be  included 
in  cost  of  service. 

(5)  While  there  is  no  provision  for  a 
specific  amount  of  gas  reserves  to  be  ob¬ 
tained,  an  accounting  reserve  in  Account 
265 — Miscellaneous  Operating  Reserves 
(Exploration)  is  to  be  established  for 
the  amounts  collected  for  exploration, 
and  there  is  no  reason  to  assume  that  it 
will  be  misused.  Furthermore,  in  any  rate 
determination  El  Paso  is  to  reflect  as  re¬ 
duction  to  rate  base  the  balance  in  Ac¬ 
count  265  less  the  balance  in  Account 
190 — Accumulated  Deferred  Income 
Taxes  (Exploration). 

(6)  El  Paso  is  to  prepare  annually  an 
exploration  report  covering  activities  and 
expenditures  in  the  areas  covered  by  the 
exploration  proposal  and  shall  file  a  copy 
of  the  report  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission. 

In  our  opinion  these  provisions  impose 
part  of  the  risk  on  El  Paso  and,  in  the 
context  of  the  settlement,  render  this 
proposal  in  the  public  interest.  It  is  ob¬ 
vious  that  an  insufficient  gas  supply 
would  be  contrary  to  the  interests  of  El 
Paso’s  customers  as  well  as  increasing 
El  Paso’s  unit  cost  of  service. 

El  Paso  does  not  support  the  proposal 
as  a  retention  of  refunds  but  rather  as 
an  inclusion  in  cost  of  service  of  amounts 
to  induce  and  pay  for  exploration.  To 
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this  extent,  it  approximates  the  addi¬ 
tional  amount  included  in  the  flowing 
gas  rate  in  Opinion  No.  598 1  for  the  same 
purpose.  With  respect  to  this  item,  the 
Supreme  Court  saidl  (Mobil  Oil  Corp.  v. 
F.P.C.,  supra,  Slip  Opinion  at  p.  33) : 

Its  justification  here  for  increasing  the 
price  of  flowing  or  first  vintage  gas  was  not 
that  new  evidence  showed  that  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  producing  that  gas  differed  from 
the  conditions  found  in  the  1968  opinion, 
but,  as  the  Commission  frankly  acknowl¬ 
edged,  new  revenues  were  deemed  necessary 
to  expand  future  production.  As  between 
placing  the  burden  of  that  expansion  on  new 
or  second  vintage  gas  alone  or  spreading  it 
over  both  old  and  new  gas,  it  Judged  the 
latter  more  equitable  and  more  likely  to  lead 
to  the  immediately  increased  capital  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  face  of  a  crisis.  We  see  nothing  in 
New  York’s  argument  to  suggest  that  the 
Commission  could  not — in  view  of  its  find¬ 
ing  that  increased  revenues  were  necessary — 
place  the  burden  of  those  payments  on  all 
users  rather  than  on  those  alone  who  pur¬ 
chased  gas  in  the  future. 

The  Commission  further  finds: 

The  assignments  of  error  and  grounds 
for  rehearing  set  forth  by  Nevada  Power 
present  no  facts  or  legal  principles  that 
would  warrant  any  change  in  or  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  Commission’s  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1974,  as  supplemented  by  the 
above  discussion. 

The  Commission  orders: 

The  Commission’s  order  of  February 
14,  1974,  upon  rehearing  is  confirmed  as 
the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

•  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-20141  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP74-314] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

August  22,  1974. 

On  August  12,  1974,  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  filed  a  motion  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  time  fixed  by  letter  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  dated  June  20,  1974,  within  which 
responses  may  be  filed  in  the  above- 
designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  for  filing  protests  or 
petitions  to  intervene  in  the  above  mat¬ 
ter  is  extended  to  and  including  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1974. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-20095  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP74-289] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time  and 
Postponement  of  Hearing 

August  26,  1974. 

On  August  12,  1974,  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company  filed  a  motion  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  extension  of  procedural  dates  fixed 
by  order  issued  July  9,  1974,  and  modified 

1  Area  Rate  Proceeding,  et  al.  (Southern 
Louisiana  Area),  46  FPC  86  (1971). 


NOTICES 

on  August  7,  1974.  The  motion  states 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  Nevada 
Industrial  Customers,  whose  counsel 
could  not  be  reached,  there  was  no  ob¬ 
jection  by  the  parties. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  testimony  and  exhibits  by  Appli¬ 
cant  and  Supporting  Interveners,  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1974. 

Hearing,  September  24,  1974  (10:00,  e.d.t..). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  74-20136  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-40] 

LOWELL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  23,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  13,  1974, 
Lowell  Gas  Company  (Applicant) ,  95 
East  Merrimack  Street,  Lowell,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  01853,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
40  an  application  pursuant  to  section  3 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  import  and  export  natural  gas  for  the 
purpose  of  storing  gas  in  Canada,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  entered 
into  contractual  arrangements  with  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc. (Tennessee) ,  with  Trans- 
Canada  Pipelines,  Limited  (TransCan- 
ada)  and  Union  Gas  Limited  (Union)  for 
the  transportation  and  storage  of  gas. 
Under  operations  as  planned,  Tennessee 
will  deliver  a  portion  of  Applicant’s  en¬ 
titlement  between  April  1  and  October  31 
each  year  to  TransCanada  at  a  point  on 
the  Canadian  border  where  the  pipeline 
systems  of  the  two  companies  intercon¬ 
nect.  TransCanada  will  transport  Appli¬ 
cant’s  gas  to  the  TransCanada-Union  in¬ 
terconnection  at  Oakville,  Ontario,  where 
it  will  be  received  by  Union  and  trans¬ 
ported  to  underground  storage  facilities 
in  Dawn  Township,  Ontario.^ 

Union  will  hold  a  maximum  of  1.5  mil¬ 
lion  Mcf  of  gas  in  storage  for  Applicant 
until  Applicant  requests  the  return  of 
such  gas  up  to  a  quantity  of  12,500  Mcf 
per  day  during  the  months  of  November 
through  March.  Upon  Applicant’s  re¬ 
quest,  Union  will  withdraw  gas  from  stor¬ 
age,  deliver  it  to  TransCanada,  which  will 
in  turn  transport  and  deliver  Applicant’s 
gas  to  the  Canadian-U.S.  border  to  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Tennessee  will  receive  Applicant’s 
gas  at  the  border  and  will  transport  that 
gas  for  delivery  to  Applicant  at  Tewks¬ 
bury,  Massachusetts. 

Applicant  states  that  authorization  for 
the  importation  of  gas  into  and  the  ex¬ 
portation  of  gas  from  Canada  must  be 
obtained  from  the  National  Energy 
Board  of  Canada  (NEB)  by  Canadian 
Lowell  Gas  Ltd.,  an  affiliate  of  Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  NEB  has  in¬ 
dicated  that  it  will  require  that  gas  used 
for  compressor  operations  for  storage  and 
redelivery  must  be  U.S.  gas  and  Appli¬ 
cant  will  provide  this  gas. 
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For  the  foregoing  services  Applicant 
has  agreed  to  pay : 

(1)  To  Canadian  Lowell  Gas  Ltd.  $500 
per  year  in  addition  to  all  of  the  actual 
costs  and  expenses,  including  without 
limitation,  salaries,  fees,  and  insurance 
expended  and  incurred  by  Canadian 
Lowell  Gas  Ltd.  in  connection  with  serv¬ 
ices  rendered  under  the  import-export 
agreement  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
instant  application; 

(2)  To  Union  a  monthly  demand 
charge  of  $3.25  per  Mcf  of  the  Contract 
demand  of  12,500  Mcf  per  day  plus  a 
commodity  charge  of  2  cents  per  Mcf  for 
any  gas  injected  into  storage  during  the 
month,  plus  4  cents  per  Mcf  for  any  gas 
withdrawn  from  storage  during  the 
month; 

(3)  To  TransCanada  for  its  transpor¬ 
tation  service  during  the  summer  season 
3  cents  per  Mcf  in  Canadian  funds 
multiplied  by  the  quantity  of  gas  de¬ 
livered  to  Union  at  Oakville  during  each 
month  and  during  the  winter  season 
a  monthly  demand  rate  of  $2.70  per  Mcf 
in  Canadian  dollars  multiplied  by  the 
contract  demand  of  12,500  Mcf  per  day. 

The  application  does  not  state  the 
price  to  be  paid  to  Tennessee  for  services 
rendered  under  the  export-import  agree¬ 
ment  but  refers  to  the  transportation 
agreement  between  Applicant  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  be  included  by  Tennessee  in  an 
application  to  be  filed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  entered 
into  this  storage  arrangement  in  order 
to  upgrade  the  utilization  of  natural  gas 
on  its  system  and  to  provide  more  winter 
gas  to  meet  space  heating  needs.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  further  that  lack  of  ex¬ 
pansion  of  pipeline  capacity  into  New 
England  has  prohibited  any  significant 
increase  in  allocations  for  Applicant  and 
its  customers  for  several  years  while 
demands  have  continued  to  grow. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20142  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-C970] 

MISSISSIPPI  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Letter  Agreement 

August  22,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  by  letter  dated  July 
22,  1974,  the  Mississippi  Power  &  Light 
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Company  tendered  for  filing  copies  of  a 
letter  agreement  between  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority  and  Mississippi  Power 
&  Light  Company  dated  February  6, 1974. 
This  agreement  provides  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  facilities  in  Mississippi  Power  & 
Light's  Tillatoba  switching  station  by  the 
Tallahatchie  Valley  Electric  Power  Asso¬ 
ciation.  This  agreement  is  filed  as  an 
initial  service  supplement  to  those  filed 
with  the  Commission  under  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  Power  &  Light  Company  Rate 
Schedule  No.  35,  Supplement  No.  6.  Ap¬ 
plicant  anticipates  that  the  facilities 
contemplated  will  be  installed  and  ready 
for  use  by  October  1,  1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
29. 1974  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission^}  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20097  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-83371 
NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Additional  Data 

August  22,  1974. 
Take  notice  that  by  letter  dated  May  8, 
1974,  the  New  England  Power  Service 
Company  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  information  concerning  the 
membership  provisions  of  the  new  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Pool  Agreement  (NEPOOL). 

By  a  letter  dated  August  30,  1973  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  notified  the 
New  England  Power  Service  Company 
that  its  filing  of  an  Agreement  of  Amend¬ 
ment  dated  June  15,  1973  between  the 
New  England  Power  Service  Company 
and  the  Town  of  Hudson  Massachusetts 
was  deficient  with  respect  to  certain  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  §  35.12(b) 3  and  5  35.12(b) 2  the 
Commission  requested  that  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Service  Company  provide  a 
comparison  of  the  position  for  partial 
requirements  service  for  NEPOOL  partic¬ 
ipants  and  NEPOOL  nonparticipants 
indicating  any  differences  in  the  billing 
determinants  i.e.,  differences  in  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  billing  demand,  the 
customer’s  firm  capacity,  the  segregation 
of  energy  deliveries  and  also  the  basis  for 
any  differences  in  the  billing  deter¬ 
minants. 

By  its  letter  dated  May  8,  1974  the 
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New  England  Power  Service  Company 
notified  the  Federal  Power  Commission 
that  the  Town  of  Hudson,  Massachusetts 
had  decided  upon  Composite  member¬ 
ship  in  the  NEPOOL  Agreement  until 
November  1, 1975.  By  this  agreement  the 
Town  of  Hudson  will  reimburse  the  New 
England  Power  Service  Company  for  its 
pro  rata  share  of  the  NEPOOL  expenses 
assessed  to  the  New  England  Power 
Company.  Additionally,  in  return  for 
Hudson’s  assignment  of  its  generation 
to  the  New  England  Power  Company,  the 
latter  will  allow  the  Town  of  Hudson  a 
lower  rate  for  energy  when  the  Town’s 
usage  is  in  excess  of  500  hours  use  of 
demand  per  month.  • 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
28, 1974  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20092  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  2685] 

POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time 
August  26, 1974. 

On  August  16, 1974,  the  Power  Author¬ 
ity  of  the  State  of  New  York  requested 
an  extension  of  time  within  which  to  file 
briefs  opposing  exceptions  to  the  decision 
of  the  Administrative  Law  Judge  in  the 
above  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  September  16,  1974,  within 
which  briefs  opposing  exceptions  may  be 
filed  by  all  parties  in  the  above  matter. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .74- 20 137  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  ami 


[Docket  No.  E-88501 

PUGET  SOUND  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  Increase,  Providing  for 
Hearing  and  Establishing  Hearing  Pro¬ 
cedures 

August  21,  1974. 

On  July  14,  1974,  as  completed  on 
July  22,  1974,  Puget  Sound  Power  and 
Light  Company  (Puget  Sound)  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  rate  increase  for 


service  to  eight  wholesale  for  resale  cus¬ 
tomers.1  The  revised  rate  will  result  in  an 
increase  of  $147,706  (27.9%)  in  annual 
charges  based  on  calendar  year  1973. 
Puget  Sound  requests  an  effective  date  of 
August  16, 1974. 

Puget  Sound  contends  that  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  proposed  changed  rates  are 
that  (1)  the  rates  for  wholesale  service 
have  remained  unchanged  for  27  years, 
and  have  not  been  increased  to  take  into 
account  the  increasing  costs  to  the  Com¬ 
pany  of  providing  such  service,  and  (2) 
the  proposed  rates,  while  not  designed 
to  provide  Puget  Sound’s  claimed  rate 
of  return,  reflect  a  level  of  increase 
which  Puget  Sound  anticipates  will  be 
acceptable  to  its  existing  customers. 

Notice  of  Puget  Sound’s  filing  was  is¬ 
sued  on  July  22,  1974,  providing  for  the 
filing  of  comments  or  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  on  or  before  July  29,  1974.  No  com¬ 
ments,  protests,  or  interventions  have 
been  received. 

Our  review  of  Puge«  Sound’s  proposed 
increase  indicates  that  there  are  certain 
issues  raised  which  may  require  develop¬ 
ment  in  an  evidentiary  hearing.  The  pro¬ 
posed  increase  has  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  or  preferential  or  otherwise  unlaw¬ 
ful.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  tariff  shall 
be  accepted  for  filing,  suspended  for  1 
day,  subject  to  refund,  and  set  for 
hearing. 

In  addition,  we  note  that  the  following 
language  is  contained  in  the  proposed 
tariff : 

Electricity  purchased  under  this  schedule 
shall  be  resold  tor  use  and/or  used  only 
within  a  specified  area  to  be  designated  in 
the  contract. 

Our  review  of  this  provision  indicates 
that  it  may  be  anticompetitive  and  there¬ 
fore  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  parties  should  address  them¬ 
selves  to  this  issue  at  hearing. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  that 
the  Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  Puget 
Sound’s  proposed  tariff  change,  and  that 
such  tariff  change  be  suspended  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  particularly  Sections 
205,  308  and  309  thereof,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  (18  CFR, 
Ch.  I),  a  hearing  for  purposes  of  cross- 
examination  concerning  the  lawfulness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  rates,  charges 
and  terms  and  conditions  in  Puget 
Sound’s  proposed  tariff  shall  be  held 
commencing  on  January  7, 1975,  at  10:00 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

(B)  On  or  before  December  3, 1974,  the 


*  City  of  Des  Moines,  Town  of  Dupont,  City 
of  Ellensburg,  Kittatas  County  P.UX>.  No.  1, 
Kingston  Port  District,  Poulsbo  Port  District, 
Port  of  Seattle,  and  Port  of  Skagit  County. 
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Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  intervenor 
evidence  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  17,  1974.  Any  rebuttal  evidence 
shall  be  served  on  or  before  December  24, 
1974. 

(C)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  shall  control  this  proceeding 
in  accordance  with  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(D)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  proposed  tariff  is  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  1  day  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  until  August  17, 
1974. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc. 74-20088  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-91  (Phase  II),  etc.] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Making 
Subject  to  Refund  Proposed  Rate  In¬ 
crease  and  Consolidating  Proceedings 

August  23,  1974. 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern),  on  July  12,  1974,  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff.1  Southern  states  that  the  fil¬ 
ing  is  pursuant  to  Article  III  of  the 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  approved  by 
Commission  order  dated  July  23,  1973, 
in  Southern’s  Docket  No.  RP72-91  (Phase 
II),  et  al.  Southern  states  that  the  filing 
reflects  an  increase  in  the  levels  of  ad¬ 
vance  payments  of  $24,209,088  above  the 
levels  presently  reflected  in  its  rates  and 
that  the  jurisdictional  cost  increase  as¬ 
sociated  with  this  increase  in  advance 
payments  is  $3,050,587.  Southern  requests 
an  effective  date  of  August  26,  1974. 

This  filing  was  noticed  on  August  6, 
1974,  with  protests  or  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  due  on  or  before  August  15,  1974. 
The  Commission  Staff  filed  comments  on 
July  31,  1974,  stating  that,  as  in  South¬ 
ern’s  filings  of  May  16  and  June  6,  1974, 3 
the  advance  payments  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  reasonable  and  appropriate 
in  that  it  was  not  shown  that  the  pro¬ 
ducers  will  make  these  expenditures 


1  Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4A  to  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1. 

2  The  advance  payments  portion  of  South¬ 
ern’s  May  16  filing  was  accepted  for  filing  and 
made  subject  to  refund  by  order  issued 
June  28,  1974  in  Southern  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  Nos.  RP73-64  and  RP72-91. 
Southern’s  June  7,  1974,  filing  was  accepted 
for  filing  and  made  subject  to  refund  by 
order  issued  July  19,  1974,  In  Southern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  RP72-91 
(Phase  II) ,  et  al.  This  order  also  consolidated 
for  hearing  and  decision  the  Issue  of  the 
Inclusion  of  advance  payments  In  Southern’s 
rate  base  In  both  filings. 


NOTICES 

within  a  reasonable  time  from  the  date 
they  would  be  included  in  Southern’s  rate 
base  as  required  by  Order  No.  499  and 
the  order  denying  rehearing  thereof.* 
Staff  recommended  that  these  advance 
payments  be  made  subject  to  refund  and 
that  the  issues  raised  by  the  filing  should 
be  consolidated  for  hearing  and  decision 
with  the  hearing  established  by  the 
July  19,  1974  order.  No  other  protests 
or  comments  have  been  received. 

Our  review  of  this  filing  indicates  that 
the  advances  contained  therein,  like  the 
advances  included  in  the  May  16  and 
June  7  filings,  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  reasonable  and  appropriate  as  they 
may  be  in  excess  of  costs  for  explora¬ 
tion,  development,  and  production  in¬ 
curred  by  the  producer  involved  within 
a  reasonable  time  from  the  date  such 
amounts  would  be  included  in  Southern’s 
rate  base.4  Pursuant  to  Article  III  of 
Southern’s  Stipulation  and  Agreement  in 
Docket  No.  RP72-91,  et  al.,  advance  pay¬ 
ment  tracking  filings  cannot  be  sus¬ 
pended,  but  can  be  made  subject  to  re¬ 
fund.  Our  order  issued  July  19,  1974, 
permitted  the  proposed  rate  increase  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  on  June  7  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  July  22,  1974,  subject  to  refund 
pending  determination  of  the  lawfulness, 
reasonableness  and  appropriateness  of 
the  inclusion  of  the  advance  payments 
reflected  therein  in  Southern’s  rate  base. 
This  order  also  consolidated  for  hearing 
and  decision  the  May  16  and  June  7  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases.  Since  we  believe 
that  the  issues  raised  by  the  filing  of 
July  12  are  similar  to  those  raised  by 
the  earlier  filings,  we  shall  likewise  con¬ 
solidate  the  determination  of  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  inclusion  of  the  amounts  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  included  in  Southern’s  rate 
base  in  the  current  filing  with  the  hear¬ 
ing  procedure  established  by  our  order 
of  July  19,  1974,  without  modification  of 
the  procedural  schedule  set  out  in  that 
order. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  Southern’s 
proposed  rate  increase  be  accepted  for 
filing  and  made  subject  to  refund  and 
that  it  be  consolidated  for  hearing  and 
decision  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
rates  and  charges  included  with  the 
hearing  established  by  our  order  of 
July  19, 1974,  in  this  docket. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Southern’s  proposed  rate  increase 
is  accepted  for  filing  and  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  August  26, 
1974,  subject  to  refund  pending  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  lawfulness,  reasonable¬ 
ness,  and  appropriateness  of  the  advance 
payments  reflected  in  the  proposed  rates 
in  the  consolidated  proceeding  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

(B)  The  trial  of  the  issue  of  the  law¬ 
fulness,  reasonableness,  and  appropri¬ 
ateness  of  the  rates  included  in  this  filing 


*  Docket  No.  RM74-4,  Order  No.  499,  Issued 
December  28,  1973;  rehearing  denied  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  1974. 

‘  See  Footnote  3,  supra. 
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is  hereby  consolidated  for  purposes  of 
hearing  and  decision  with  the  hearing 
established  by  our  order  of  July  19,  1974 
in  this  docket. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20143  Filed  8-29-74,8 :45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-43] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  22, 1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  15,  1974, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant) ,  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP75-43  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  pipeline  facilities  necessary  to 
connect  gas  purchased  from  Tenneco  Oil 
Company  (Tenneco  Oil)  in  the  Vermi¬ 
lion  Area,  Block  246,  offshore  Louisiana, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  proposed  facilities  consist  of  ap¬ 
proximately  0.5  mile  of  8-inch  pipeline 
which  will  originate  at  Tenneco  Oil’s 
Block  246-D  platform  in  the  Vermilion 
Area  and  connect  to  Applicant’s  existing 
line. 

Applicant  states  it  has  recently  entered 
into  a  Gas  Purchase  and  Sales  Agreement 
with  Tenneco  Oil,  which  provides  for  the 
sale  by  Tenneco  Oil  to  Applicant  of 
seventy-five  percent  of  the  gas  produced 
from  Tenneco  Oil’s  interest  in  block  246. 
The  application  states  that  Tenneco  Oil 
proposes  to  sell  the  remaining  twenty- 
five  percent  interest  in  its  block  246  re¬ 
serves  to  Creole  Gas  Pipeline  Company.1 
Applicant  alleges  that  regardless  of  the 
Commission’s  decision  with  respect  to  the 
sale  and  transportation  of  the  latter 
twenty-five  percent  interest,  its  present 
proposal  in  the  instant  docket  would  still 
be  required  to  enable  Applicant  to  at¬ 
tach  its  share  of  the  new  gas  supply. 

Applicant  estimates  that  76,641,000 
Mcf  of  recoverable  gas  reserves  and  deliv- 
erability  of  approximately  31,100  Mcf  per 
day  will  be  available  to  Applicant  as  a 
result  of  construction  of  the  proposed 
facilities. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  are  necessary  to  enable  Applicant 
to  attach  reserves  needed  to  improve  its 
ability  to  serve  existing  customers.  The 
application  indicates  that  the  proposed 
facilities  are  estimated  to  cost  $845,400, 
which  Applicant  will  finance  initially 


1The  application  states  Tenneco  Oil  has 
filed  an  application  in  Docket  No.  CI75-45  for 
authorization  to  sell  such  gas  to  Creole  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  and  that  Applicant  has 
filed  in  Docket  CP75-23  for  authorization 
to  transport  gas  for  Tenneco  Oil's  account. 
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from  general  funds  of  the  company 
and/or  borrowings  under  Applicant’s  re¬ 
volving  credit  arrangements.  Applicant 
states  that  amounts  drawn  under  its  re¬ 
volving  credit  arrangements  will  be  re¬ 
tired  later  with  general  company  funds 
and/or  with  funds  raised  by  permanent 
financing,  generally  debt  financing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  OFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20089  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-52] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Procedural 
Dates 

August  22, 1974. 

On  August  20, 1974,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  for  a  further  extension  of 
the  procedural  dates  originally  fixed  by 
order  issued  February  8,  1974,  and  ex¬ 
tended  by  notice  issued  May  24,  1974. 
The  motion  states  that  the  Company  and 
principal  intervenors  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  are  mod¬ 
ified  as  follows: 

Service  of  evidence  by  Staff,  September  27, 
1974. 

Prehearing,  October  8,  1974. 

Service  of  evidence  by  Intervenors,  October 
15,  1974. 


Service  of  rebuttal  evidence,  October  39, 1974. 
Hearing,  November  13,  1974  (10  ajn.  adL). 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.74-20094  Filed  8-29-74:8:46  am] 
[Docket  No.  E-8964] 

UPPER  PENINSULA  GENERATING  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and 

Charges 

August  22,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  by  letter  dated  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1974,  the  Upper  Peninsula  Gen¬ 
erating  Company  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  of  its  FPC  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  1  and  Supplement  No.  1.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  revised  tariff  will 
effect  minor  changes  in  the  conditions  of 
service  under  which  it  sells  power  energy 
at  cost  to  its  owners  Cliff  Electric  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  and  Upper  Peninsula  Power 
Company. 

Applicant  states  that  the  service  that 
it  provides  under  the  revised  tariff  and 
the  rate  established  for  such  services  will 
not  be  changed.  The  revised  tariff,  how¬ 
ever,  will  effect  changes  in  the  rights  and 
obligations  of  the  Cliff  Electric  Service 
Company  and  the  Upper  Peninsula 
Power  Company  to  furnish  equity  capi¬ 
tal  consistent  with  a  restructuring  of 
ownership  entitlements,  In  support  of  the 
construction  programs  of  the  Upper 
Peninsula  Generating  Company. 

Applicant  proposes  that  the  revised 
tariff  become  effective  on  the  date  of 
commencement  of  commercial  operations 
of  Applicant’s  Presque  Isle  unit  No.  5, 
estimated  to  be  September  15,  1974. 

Applicant  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  have  been  sent  to  Cliff  Electric 
Service  Company,  Upper  Peninsula 
Power  Company  and  Michigan  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1974  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20090  Filed  8-29-4:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-37J 

MOUNTAIN  FUEL  SUPPLY  CO. 
Notice  of  Application 

August  23,  1974. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  8,  1974, 
Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Company  (Appli¬ 


cant),  180  East  First  South  Street,  Salt 
Lake  Cfity,  Utah  84319,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-37  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  1(c)  and  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  continuing  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  regulations  of  the  Commission  per¬ 
taining  thereto  and  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  delivery  of  natural  gas  on 
an  exchange  basis  to  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company,  a  division  of  Colorado 
Interstate  Corporation  (CIG),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  CIG  has  a  supply 
of  gas  available,  or  which  may  become 
available,  from  acreage  which  CIG  owns 
or  controls  in  the  dedicated  portion  of  the 
Natural  Buttes  area  in  Uintah  County, 
Utah,  which  is  remote  from  CIG’s  system. 
Applicant  explains  that  because  its  exist¬ 
ing  southern  or  Uintah  Basin  pipeline 
system  already  traverses  the  Natural 
Buttes  area  and  because  its  facilities  and 
those  of  CIG  already  interconnect  at  a 
point  near  Green  River,  Wyoming,  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  agreed  to  an  exchange  of 
natural  gas  with  CIG  in  order  to  avoid 
duplication  of  facilities  and  resulting 
added  costs. 

The  application  indicates  that  under 
the  exchange  agreement,  dated  June  20, 
1974,  (1)  CIG  will  deliver  to  Applicant  all 
gas  owned,  controlled  or  acquired  by  CIG 
in  the  dedicated  portion  of  the  Natural 
Buttes  area,  (2)  Applicant  will  have  a 
continuing  option  to  purchase  from  CIG 
up  to  25  percent 1  of  the  gas  delivered  by 
CIG,  (3)  Applicant  will  purchase  at  least 
80,000  Mcf  per  month  of  the  gas  delivered 
by  CIG,  provided  that  volume  can  be 
made  available  from  all  presently  com¬ 
pleted  and  connected  wells  controlled  by 
CIG  in  the  Natural  Buttes  area,  and  (4) 
Applicant  is  obligated  to  redeliver  con¬ 
currently  to  CIG  at  other  delivery  points 
volumes  of  gas  equivalent  to  the  volumes 
delivered  by  CIG  to  Applicant  less  those 
volumes  purchased  by  Applicant  pursu¬ 
ant  to  said  option. 

Applicant  states  it  will  pay  CIG  a 
monthly  charge  of  22.2  cents  per  Mcf  for 
the  first  80,000  Mcf  of  gas  purchased, 
subject  to  an  escalation  of  1.0  cent  each 
year  beginning  January  1,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant  further  states  that  for  each  Mcf  of 
gas  it  purchases  from  CIG  in  excess  of 
80,000  Mcf  per  month  Applicant  will  pay 
the  same  weighted  average  price  per  Mcf 
that  CIG  pays  for  the  gas  it  pui-chases  in 
the  Natural  Buttes  area,  plus  a  reim¬ 
bursement  charge  of  4.0  cents  per  Mcf.2 

Applicant  states  that  its  redelivery  to 
CIG  will  be  coordinated  with  its  other 
authorized  exchange  arrangements  with 
CIG  through  Applicant’s  northern  or 
interstate  pipeline  system,  as  set  forth 
below : 

1.  In  accordance  with  a  Gas  Purchase 
and  Exchange  Agreement  dated  July  5, 
1973,  as  amended  (Rate  Schedule  X-4 
and  temporary  authorization  issued 


1  Applicant  6tates  that  the  percentage  op¬ 
tioned  may  be  changed  by  Applicant  upon  12 
months  notice. 

*  Applicant  states  that  the  relnbureement 
charge  Is  subject  to  periodic  change. 
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June  10,  1974,  In  Docket  No.  CP74-64) , 
seventy-five  percent  of  the  volume  which 
Applicant  delivers  to  CIO  in  the  Powder 
River  Basin  area  of  eastern  Wyoming  is 
received  by  CIG  for  the  account  of  Ap¬ 
plicant,  and  this  entitlement  will  be 
used  first  to  the  extent  needed  to  offset 
Applicant’s  redeliver  obligation  to  CIG 
attributable  to  the  purchase  and  ex¬ 
change  of  gas  from  production  in  the 
Natural  Buttes  area. 

2.  In  accordance  with  a  Gas  Purchase 
and  Exchange  Agreement  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1973  (Rate  Schedule  X-5  and 
temporary  certificate  authorization  is¬ 
sued  June  10,  1974,  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
133),  Applicant  delivers  gas  into  CIG’s 
system  in  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming. 
Seventy-five  percent  of  that  volume  is 
received  by  CIG  for  the  account  of  Appli¬ 
cant,  and  this  entitlement  will  next  be 
utilized  to  the  extent  needed  to  satisfy 
Applicant’s  remaining  redelivery  obliga¬ 
tion,  if  sny,  to  CIG,  described  immediate¬ 
ly  above. 

The  agreement  of  June  20,  1974,  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  if  and  when  necessary 
in  order  for  Applicant  to  return  to  CIG 
any  remaining  volume  due  CIG  after  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  procedures  set  forth 
above,  Applicant  and  CIG  will  mutually 
agree  upon  and  activate  one  or  more  ad¬ 
ditional  delivery  points. 

Applicant  states  that  because  the  pro¬ 
posed  exchange  contemplates  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  existing  facilities  and  points  of 
interconnection  there  will  be  no  addi¬ 
tional  facility  costs. 

By  Commission  order  issued  August  6, 
1964,  in  Docket  No.  CP64-221  (32  FPC 
535) ,  the  operation  of  Applicant’s  Uintah 
Basin  pipeline  was  declared  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
pursuant  to  section  1(c)  of  the  said  Act. 
Applicant  states  that  its  willingness  to 
undertake  and  accept  the  certificate  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  exchange  with  CIG 
as  proposed  herein  is  conditioned  upon 
Commission  affirmation,  by  declaratory 
order,  that  the  proposed  exchange  will 
not  negate  Applicant’s  present  exemption 
under  section  1(c). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
September  16,  1974,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 


cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth.  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc .74-20 149  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8746[ 

STATE  OF  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
BOARD  AND  POWER  AUTHORITY  OF 
STATE  OF  NEW  YORK 

Order  Setting  Matter  for  Hearing  and 
Investigation,  Denying  Motions  for  Dis¬ 
missal  of  Complaint  and  Grant  of  Stay, 
and  Granting  Petitions  To  Intervene 

August  23,  1974. 

On  April  22,  1974,  the  State  of  Ver¬ 
mont,  by  its  authorized,  agency,  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Public  Service  Board  (PSB),  filed 
a  complaint  against  the  Power  Authority 
of  the  State  of  New  York  (PASNY)  .*  The 
complaint,  as  amended  June  6,  1974,  is 
described  below.  The  controversy  between 
PSB  and  PASNY  involves  the  allocation 
of  preference  power  out  of  PASNY’s 
Project  No.  2216,  the  Niagara  Project,  li¬ 
censed  by  the  Commission  on  January  30, 
1958. 

The  Niagara  Power  Project  Act  (The 
Niagara  Act),  16  U.S.C.  836  and  836a, 
provides  that  50  percent  of  the  project 
power  shall  be  made  available  on  a  prior¬ 
ity  (preference)  basis  to  public  bodies 
and  non-profit  cooperatives  within  eco¬ 
nomic  transmission  distance.®  The  Niag¬ 
ara  Act  also  provides  that  up  to  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  project  power  subject  to  the 
preference  provision  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  neighboring  states  within  reason¬ 
able  economic  transmission  distance.  In 
the  event  of  disagreement  between 
PASNY  and  the  power  marketing  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  neighboring  states,  this  Com¬ 
mission  is  authorized  to  hold  public  hear¬ 
ings  and  determine  the  proper  allocation. 
Project  No.  2216  is  licensed  pursuant  to 
the  Niagara  Act  and  the  appropriate 
terms  of  that  act  and  the  Federal  Power 
Act  are  incorporated  in  the  project 
license. 

PASNY  had  previously  determined 
that  up  to  180  MW  of  power  and  asso¬ 
ciated  energy  were  available  for  sale  to 
preference  customers  in  neighboring 
states.  In  1961  50  MW  were  allocated  to 
the  Vermont  Public  Service  Board  and 


1  Notice  of  the  complaint  issued  May  16, 
1974. 

*  16  U.S.C.  836(b)  (1). 


in  1966  100  MW  were  allocated  to  Al¬ 
legheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Al¬ 
legheny)  of  Pennsylvania.  Competing 
applications  for  allocation  of  the  re¬ 
maining  30  MW  were  filed  during  1973 
on  behalf  of  PSB,  Allegheny,  and  Ameri¬ 
can  Municipal  Power-Ohio  (AMP- 
Ohio) .  On  April  23,  1974,  PASNY  held  a 
public  hearing  to  consider  allocation  of 
the  remaining  30  MW  of  Niagara  power 
to  Allegheny,  and  on  May  21,  1974,  that 
allocation  was  authorized  by  PASNY’s 
trustees. 

PSB  makes  two  arguments  in  its  ini¬ 
tial  complaint.  First,  PSB  alleges  that  its 
application  for  the  30  MW  of  Niagara 
power  was  not  given  proper  considera¬ 
tion  by  PASNY.  Second,  PSB  asserts  that 
the  capacity  of  the  Niagara  Project  is 
such  that  PASNY  could  allocate  the  dis¬ 
puted  30  MW  of  power  to  Allegheny 
while  making  an  additional  allocation  of 
at  least  equal  size  to  PSB  and  still  remain 
within  the  limit  stated  in  the  Niagara 
Act.  PSB  requests  that  the  Commission 
institute  an  investigation  and  hearing 
and  order  a  stay  of  the  contract  under 
which  PASNY  has  allocated  the  remain¬ 
ing  30  MW  to  Allegheny. 

On  May  10,  1974,  PASNY  filed  com¬ 
ments  addressed  to  the  matters  raised  in 
PSB’s  initial  complaint  and  denied  that 
any  additional  Niagara  power  is  available 
for  sale  outside  New  York. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  New  York  filed  Notice  of  In¬ 
tervention  in  this  proceeding  on  June  7, 
1974.  On  June  10, 1974,  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  were  filed  on  behalf  of  both  AMP- 
Ohio  and  Allegheny.  AMP-Ohio  ques¬ 
tions  the  ripeness  of  PSB’s  allegations 
against  PASNY  and  requests  dismissal  of 
PSB’s  initial  complaint.  Allegheny  takes 
the  position  that  its  right  to  the  addi¬ 
tional  30  MW  of  Niagara  power  is  supe¬ 
rior  to  the  rights  of  PSB.  Allegheny 
argues  that  the  Commission  is  without 
authority  to  hold  a  hearing  on  PSB’s 
complaint  because  to  do  so  would  be  a 
“flagrant  and  gross  abuse  of  descretion” 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  PASNY  has  al¬ 
ready  had  a  hearing  on  similar  subject 
matter.  Finally,  Allegheny  asks  that 
PSB’s  complaint  be  dismissed  and  that 
this  proceeding  be  terminated  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  30  MW  of  power  that  PASNY 
has  allocated  to  Allegheny. 

On  June  6, 1974,  PSB  filed  a  Motion  for 
Expeditious  Grant  of  Stay  and  Amend¬ 
ment  to  Complaint.  The  amended  com¬ 
plaint  raises  questions  with  respect  to 
the  cost  of  transmitting  the  disputed 
power  to  the  competing  applicants,  which 
applicant  would  experience  the  greatest 
net  savings,  and  in  general  which  appli¬ 
cant  would  receive  the  greatest  aggre¬ 
gate  benefit  as  recipient  of  the  power. 

On  June  19.  1974,  PASNY  filed  an  an¬ 
swer  to  PSB’s  motion  for  stay  and 
amended  complaint.  PASNY  maintains 
that  PSB’s  argument  that  a  stay  is 
needed  to  prevent  irreparable  injury  to 
PSB  and  to  protect  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  is  without  basis. 

At  page  4  of  PSB’s  June  6  motion  it  is 
stated  that  if  the  “proposed  action  is  not 
stayed,  the  Commission  will  be  faced 
with  a  fait  accompli  which  it  would  be 
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most  difficult  to  overcome.”  At  page  2  of 
its  supporting  brief  PSB  states: 

If  this  sale  is  consummated,  PASNY  will 
contend  that  it  has  disposed  of  all  of  the 
preference  power  available  for  use  in  neigh¬ 
boring  states  and  that  there  is,  therefore, 
nothing  for  the  Commission  to  pass  on  and 
PSB’s  complaint  should  be  dismissed.  PASNY 
is  thus  attempting  to  oust  this  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  and  usurp  the  final  decisional 
power  which  the  Congress  has  vested  in  the 
Commission. 

PSB’s  position  is  without  justification. 
The  simple  fact  is  that  under  the  clear 
terms  of  the  Niagara  Power  Project  Act, 
the  Commission  is  granted  jurisdiction  to 
resolve  disputes  between  competing  ap¬ 
plicants  in  neighboring  states  and 
PASNY  over  allocation  of  Niagara  Proj¬ 
ect  preference  power.  No  conduct  on  the 
part  of  any  of  the  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  in  any  way  oust  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  its  authority  to  resolve  the  dis¬ 
pute  before  us. 

PSB  also  argues  that  it  would  be  ir¬ 
reparably  injured  in  the  absence  of  a 
stay.  No  facts  are  offered  in  support  of 
that  allegation.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
clear  that  PSB  will  not  experience  addi¬ 
tional  harm  in  the  absence  of  the  re¬ 
quested  stay.  Simply  put,  a  stay  would 
not  enable  PSB  to  receive  additional  Ni¬ 
agara  power  at  a  date  earlier  than  would 
otherwise  be  the  case  because  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  not  yet  determined  what  por¬ 
tion,  if  any,  of  that  power  PSB  is  en¬ 
titled  to  receive,  and  there  is  no  contract 
between  PASNY  and  PSB  for  sale  of  any 
of  the  disputed  preference  power.  On 
the  other  hand,  a  stay  wrould  have  the 
consequence  of  denying  Allegheny  the 
benefits  of  that  power  during  the  course 
of  these  proceedings. 

However,  once  Allegheny  begins  receiv¬ 
ing  the  additional  allocation  of  Niagara 
power,  it  has  an  obvious  interest  in 
maintaining  the  status  quo.  Although  the 
need  for  expedition  is  generally  an  im¬ 
plicit  consideration,  the  need  for  a 
prompt  and  efficient  resolution  of  the 
issues  before  us  is  particularly  impor¬ 
tant  in  the  context  of  this  proceeding. 
Accordingly,  we  expect  that  all  parties 
will  cooperate  to  that  end. 

On  July  31,  1974,  PASNY  submitted 
a  motion  to  limit  the  issue  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  the  question  of  proper  alloca¬ 
tion  of  the  30  MW  of  base  load  power 
which  PASNY  had  allocated  to  Allegheny 
and  thereby  exclude  the  question  of 
whether  any  additional  power,  beyond 
the  30  MW  referred  to  above,  should  be 
made  available  for  allocation  to  neigh¬ 
boring  states.  In  support  of  its  motion 
PASNY  asserts  that  it  has  never  re¬ 
ceived  a  formal  application  from  a  neigh¬ 
boring  state  preference  customer,  in¬ 
cluding  Vermont,  for  Niagara  Project 
peaking  power.  Accordingly,  PASNY 
questions  the  existence  of  a  disagreement 
between  itself  and  PSB  with  respect  to 
allocation  of  such  power.  In  the  absence 
of  an  existing  disagreement.  PASNY 
maintains  that  the  Commission  is  with¬ 
out  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  proper 
allocation  of  Niagara  Project  peaking 
power  under  the  Niagara  Act. 

On  August  6, 1974,  PSB  filed  an  answer 
opposing  PASNY’s  motion  to  limit  the 


issue  in  this  proceeding.  PSB  asserts  that 
PASNY’s  motion  is  an  effort  to  frag¬ 
ment  what  is  in  fact  a  unitary  issue, 
specifically,  the  applicable  portion  of 
Niagara  Project  power  to  which  PSB  is 
entitled.  Furthermore,  PSB  contends  that 
it  has  previously  requested  an  allocation 
of  all  “classes  of  power  or  energy-sec¬ 
ondary,  interruptible  or  otherwise,”  and 
that  its  request  has  never  been  with¬ 
drawn.  In  any  event,  PBS  states  that 
PASNY’s  motion  admits  to  previous  con¬ 
sideration  and  rejection  by  PASNY  of 
PSB's  request.  Finally,  PSB  concludes 
that  there  is  a  genuine  disagreement  be¬ 
tween  PASNY  and  PSB  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Niagara  Act. 

Upon  consideration,  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  a  decision  on  PASNY’s  mo¬ 
tion  to  limit  the  issue  in  this  proceeding 
should  be  deferred  for  future  considera¬ 
tion  as  the  relevant  facts  become  known 
during  the  course  of  this  proceeding. 

The  instant  controversy  presents  a 
case  of  first  impression  for  the  Com¬ 
mission.  We  have  not  previously  been 
called  upon  to  adjudicate  a  dispute  over 
allocation  of  preference  power  from  the 
Niagara  Project.  PSB’s  complaint  and 
the  numerous  pleadings  filed  in  response 
indicate  that  a  number  of  factual  and 
legal  issues  must  be  resolved.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  are  ordering  that  the  subject 
matter  of  this  proceeding  be  set  for  in¬ 
vestigation  and  hearing. 

Included  among  the  subjects  that 
should  be  explored  in  the  context  of  the 
investigation  and  hearing  are  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a)  Precisely  where  the  additional  al¬ 
location  of  30  MW  of  Niagara  power 
would  be  consumed  under  each  of  the 
competing  applications; 

(b)  A  description  of  the  customers  or 
classifications  of  customers  that  would 
benefit  from  the  additional  allocation  of 
30  MW; 

(c)  The  proposed  transmission  facil¬ 
ities  that  w’ould  be  used,  with  attention 
to  the  availability  of  such  facilities  and 
the  cost  of  transmission,  including  line 

losses; 

(d)  The  alternative  sources  of  power 
and  energy  available  to  each  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  well  as  the  cost  of  those  al¬ 
ternative  sources; 

(e)  The  effect(s)  that  allocation  of  the 
30  MW  or  any  part  thereof  would  have 
on  reliability  of  the  recipient’s  system 
as  well  as  the  effect (s)  that  transmission 
responsibility  would  have  on  reliability 
of  the  various  systems  that  would  be  em¬ 
ployed  for  that  purpose; 

(f  >  Testimony  with  respect  to  the  total 
available  power  output  of  the  Niagara 
Project  and,  to  the  extent  applicable,  the 
various  categories  of  available  power 
output. 

The  Commission  finds: 

( 1 )  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
the  proper  exercise  of  the  Commission’s 
responsibility  under  the  Niagara  Power 
Project  Act  and  the  Federal  Power  Act 
that  the  issues  described  above  be  in¬ 
vestigated  in  the  context  of  a  complaint 
proceeding  and  set  for  hearing  pursuant 
to  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act. 


(2)  Intervention  by  those  who  have 
filed  petitions  to  intervene  may  be  in 
the  public  interest  for  purposes  of  Com¬ 
mission  consideration  of  their  petitions. 
The  Comrpission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  its  authority  under 
the  Niagara  Power  Project  Act  and  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  an  investigation  and  hearing 
is  hereby  instituted  for  resolution  of  the 
issues  described  in  this  order. 

(B)  The  aforementioned  petitioners 
are  permitted  to  intervene  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  That  the  admission  of  these 
petitioners  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  the  pe¬ 
titioners  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(C)  Complainant  (State  of  Vermont 
Public  Service  Board)  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits  on  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1974.  The  testimony  and  exhibits 
of  the  defendant  (Power  Authority  of  the 
State  of  New  York)  and  of  the  inter- 
venors  (Allegheny  Cooperative,  Inc.  and 
American  Municipal  Power-Ohio,  Inc.) 
will  be  served  on  October  2,  1974.  Re¬ 
buttal  testimony  on  behalf  of  complain¬ 
ant  will  be  served  on  October  16,  1974. 
Testimony  and  exhibits  filed  on  behalf 
of  the  Commission’s  Staff  will  also  be 
served  on  October  16,  1974.  Cross-ex¬ 
amination  of  all  evidence  will  commence 
on  October  29,  1974,  at  10:00  a.m.  e.d.t. 
in  a  hearing  room  at  the  headquarters 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

(D)  The  motions  filed  on  behalf  of 
Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  and 
American  Municipal  Power-Ohio,  Inc. 
seeking  dismissal  of  the  complaint  filed 
in  this  proceeding  by  the  Vermont  Public 
Service  Board  are  denied. 

(E)  The  motion  filed  on  behalf  of  the 
Vermont  Public  Service  Board  request¬ 
ing  that  the  Commission  stay  the  exe¬ 
cution  or  performance  of  the  contract 
pursuant  to  which  the  Power  Authority 
of  the  State  of  New  York  has  allocated 
an  additional  30  MW  of  Niagara  Project 
preference  power  to  the  Allegheny  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  Inc.  is  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20144  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP71-221] 

ATLANTA  GAS  LIGHT  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

August  22, 1974. 

On  August  2,  1974,  Atlanta  Gas  Light 
Company  requested  an  extension  of  the 
time  allowed  to  submit  evidence  in  the 
above -designated  matter  as  fixed  by 
Commission  letter  of  June  25,  1974. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  submitting  the 
above  materials  by  any  party  or  state 
commission  is  extended  to  and  including 
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September  23, 1974,  following  which  final 
action  will  be  taken. 

Kenneth.  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-20093  Plied  8-29-74; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8884] 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  and  Suspending  Proposed  Rate  la 
crease,  Denying  Motion  To  Reject  or  for 
Maximum  Suspension,  Permitting  Inter¬ 
vention,  Granting  Waiver,  and  Establish¬ 
ing  Separate  Procedures 

August  26,  1974. 

On  July  1,  1974,  Carolina  Power  and 
Light  Company  (CP&L)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  proposed  changes  in  its  rates  appli¬ 
cable  to  24  municipalities,  two  private 
distribution  utilities,  and  18  electric 
membership  corporations.  This  filing  is 
in  tariff  form1  and  includes  a  new  rate 
schedule  applicable  to  resale  service 2  and 
a  fossil  fuel  adjustment  clause.  CP&L  re¬ 
quests  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 
1975.*  Concurrently  with  this  filing,  CP&L 
also  filed  a  request  for  an  investigation 
under  Section  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  and  for  the  granting  of  immediate 
relief.  By  order  issued  August  5,  1974, 
we  instituted  an  investigation  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  an  emergency  exists  which 
would  justify  lifting  the  moratorium  for 
the  purpose  of  permitting  the  fuel  clause 
to  become  effective  prior  to  January  1, 
1975* 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rate  increase 
was  Issued  on  July  11,  1974,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  July  19,  1974.  On  July 
19,  1974,  Electricities  of  North  Carolina 
and  the  City  of  Camden,  South  Carolina 
(Electricities)  filed  a  protest,  petition  to 
intervene,  and  motion  to  reject  or  for 
maximum  suspension  of  the  proposed 
rate  increase.  On  July  29,  1974,  the  City 
of  Bennetsville,  South  Carolina  filed  a 
motion  for  leave  to  intervene  in  this 
docket  which  adopted  the  filing  of  Elec¬ 
tricities.  In  Docket  No.  E-8881,  the  North 
Carolina  Electric  Membership  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  Four  County  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation  (Corporations)  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene.  In  that  petition. 
Corporations’  allegations  went  to  the 
merits  of  the  issues  in  this  case.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  shall  grant  their  intervention 
as  well  as  the  intervention  of  Electri¬ 
cities  and  the  City  of  Bennetsville,  South 
Carolina,  in  this  proceeding. 

In  their  petition.  Corporations  state 
that  various  items  included  in  CP&L’s 
cost  of  service  are  improper,  that  fuel 
clauses  in  general  are  improper  and  that 
this  fuel  clause  specifically  is  improper. 
Corporations  allege  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulation  permitting  fuel  clauses 


i  ppc  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 

*Rate  Schedule  RS-lO. 

*  Pursuant  to  two  settlement  agreements 
with  Its  resale  customers,  CP&L  agreed  to  a 
moratorium  on  rate  Increases  to  these  cus¬ 
tomers  untU  January  1,  1975. 

*  Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company, 
Docket  No.  E-8881. 


is  unlawful  as  contradictory  to  the  terms 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  We  find  this 
contention  to  be  without  merit.*  Corpo¬ 
rations  allege  also  that  the  base  cost  of 
fuel  is  based  on  outdated  costs,  that  nu¬ 
clear  fuel  costs  are  excluded,  that  aver¬ 
age  systems  losses  are  used,  and  that 
the  tax  adjustment  factor  included  in 
this  fuel  clause  is  unfair. 

Electricities  allege  that  the  proposed 
rates  are  excessive  and  request  that  they 
should  be  rejected  or  suspended  until 
June  1,  1975.  Electricities  state  that  the 
cost  of  service  is  excessive  for  several 
reasons,  including  improper  amounts  in 
working  capital,  erroneous  methods  of 
cost  allocation,  and  improprieties  in  the 
fuel  adjustment  clause.  Electricities  also 
state  that  CP&L  has  engaged  in  anticom¬ 
petitive  conduct  in  preventing  its  resale 
customers  from  establishing  their  own 
sources  of  generation.  In  this  regard. 
Electricities  state  that  the  proposed 
three-year  notice  period  for  termination 
of  a  contract,  the  precluding  of  assign¬ 
ment  of  rights  without  prior  written  no¬ 
tice,  and  the  prohibition  of  obtaining 
supplemental  service  other  than  that 
from  Southeast  Power  Administration 
are  anticompetitive  and  should  be  re¬ 
jected.  Corporations  also  allege  that 
CP&L  has  erected  certain  barriers  to  en¬ 
try  preventing  them  from  constructing 
their  own  generation  and  transmission 
facilities  and  from  obtaining  their  bulk 
requirements  from  others.  We  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  evidence  relating  to  the  alleged 
anticompetitive  practices  is  probative  of 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
wholesale  rates  included  in  this  filing. 
However,  to  the  extent  that  the  anticom¬ 
petitive  allegations  raised  by  Electricit¬ 
ies  and  Corporations  involve  the  pro¬ 
posed  FPC  Electric  Tariff  filed  herein, 
we  shall  consider  the  merits  of  these 
allegations  in  the  second  phase  of  this 
proceeding  (Phase  II) ,  which  will  be  the 
subject  of  a  hearing  and  decision  sep¬ 
arate  and  apart  from  the  investigation 
into  the  justness  and  reasonableness  of 
the  wholesale  rates  included  in  the  CP&L 
filing.  In  this  connection  we  direct  the 
parties  to  address  themselves  specifically 
to  the  conduct  and  contract  provisions 
which  they  allege  to  be  improper  and  the 
relief  proposed. 

We  believe  that  this  procedure  will  pro¬ 
vide  an  appropriate  forum  for  the  full 
development  of  a  complete  evidentiary 
record  concerning  the  alleged  anticom¬ 
petitive  conduct.  (Cf.  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company,  Docket  No.  E-7777, 
issued  March  14, 1974.)  If  CP&L  is  shown 
to  have  restricted  its  customers  ability 
to  develop  its  own  or  other  sources  of 
generation,  we  will  not  hesitate,  to  the 
extent  we  have  jurisdiction  over  the  con¬ 
duct  or  contracts  involved,  to  order  ap¬ 
propriate  reformation  of  the  contracts 
or  any  other  measures  which  have  been 
shown  to  be  necessary  to  remedy  the 
conduct  established. 

We  limit  the  scope  of  Phase  II  of  this 
proceeding  to  the  allegedly  anticompeti- 


*New  England  Power  Company,  Opinion 
No.  633,  48  FPC  899  (1972). 


tive  tariff  provisions  which  intervenors 
state  would  prevent  them  from  establish¬ 
ing  their  own  sources  of  power  or  pre¬ 
vent  them  from  obtaining  power  from 
suppliers  other  than  CP&L. 

Electricities  also  allege  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  results  in  a  price 
squeeze  on  the  resale  customers  which 
inhibits  their  ability  to  compete  with 
CP&L  for  industrial  markets.  This  alle¬ 
gation  suggests  that  the  wholesale  rates 
should  be  based  on  CP&L’s  retail  rates. 
The  Commission  must  utilize  a  cost  plus 
fair  return  standard  for  establishing  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  wholesale 
rate  and  does  not  have  the  authority 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  set 
wholesale  rates  predicated  upon  the  re¬ 
tail  rates  over  which  we  have  no  juris¬ 
diction."  Therefore,  our  consideration 
and  review  in  Phase  I  will  be  limited  to 
the  determination  of  the  costs  properly 
allocable  to  CP&L’s  wholesale  customers. 

Our  review  of  CP&L’s  proposed  rate 
increase  indicates  that  it  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  preferential  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall'  accept 
the  proposed  rates  for  filing  and  suspend 
them  for  one  day,  when  they  shall  be 
permitted  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  and  we  shall  establish  hearing 
procedures  to  determine  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  proposed  rates  and 
charges  contained  therein  in  Phase  I  of 
these  proceedings. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  CP&L’s  proposed  rate  increase 
should  be  accepted  for  filing  and  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day  when  it  shall  be 
permitted  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  that  the 
Commission  enter  into  hearings  under 
Sections  205  and  206  of  the  Act  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  terms, 
and  conditions  proposed  by  CP&L,  and 
into  the  alleged  anticompetitive  activities 
of  CP&L  as  hereinafter  described. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
intervention  of  the  above  named  inter¬ 
venors  as  hereinafter  conditioned  and 
ordered. 

(4)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  reject 
CP&L’s  filing  or  to  suspend  it  for  the 
maximum  period. 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  the  requirement  that  a  rate  increase 
be  filed  no  more  than  90  days  prior  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  the  proposed 
rates. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  A  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
on  January  21,  1975,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  lawfulness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  in  CP&L’s  F II  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1  (Phase  I) . 


6  See,  e.g..  Southern  California  Edison 
Company,  Docket  No.  E-8570,  Issued  April  25, 
1974,  rehearing  denied  June  5,  1974;  Pacific 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Docket  No. 
E-7777,  supra,  rehearing  denied  May  15,  1974. 
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iB>  With  respect  to  Phase  I  of  these 
proceedings  the  Commission  Staff  shall 
file  its  evidence  and  exhibits  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  2,  1974.  Any  intervenor 
evidence  and  exhibits  shall  be  filed  on 
or  before  December  16,  1974.  Any  re¬ 
buttal  evidence  by  CP&L  shall  be  filed  on 
or  before  December  30, 1974. 

(C)  Waiver  of  the  notice  requirements 
under  §  35.3  of  the  Commission’s  Regu¬ 
lations.  requiring  that  rate  schedules  be 
filed  not  more  than  ninety  days  prior  to 
the  proposed  effective  date,  is  hereby 
granted. 

(D)  Petitioners’  motion  to  reject  the 
filing  or  for  maximum  suspension  thereof 
is  hereby  denied. 

(E)  A  second  phase  (Phase  II)  of  this 
proceeding  is  hereby  instituted  for  the 
development  of  a  complete  evidentiary 
record  concerning  the  alleged  anticom¬ 
petitive  provisions  of  CP&L’s  proposed 
FPC  Electric  Tariff.  Intervenors  sh:’-l 
file  testimony  and  exhibits  in  support  of 
their  allegations  relating  to  the  anti¬ 
competitive  effect  of  CP&L’s  proposed 
FPC  Electric  Tariff  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  23,  1975.  Staff  Evidence,  if  any,  shall 
be  served  on  or  before  February  6,  1975. 
CP&L  shall  file  its  prepared  testimony 
and  exhibits  on  or  before  February  20, 
1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by  the  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
March  6,  1975.  A  public  hearing  for  the 
purpose  of  cross-examination  of  the  filed 
testimony  and  exhibits  shall  commence 
on  March  25,  1975,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t. 

(F)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  this  proceed¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

(G)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  the  participation 
of  such  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  over  which  this  Commission  has 
jurisdiction  and  which  affect  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
respective  petitions  to  intervene.  As  to 
Phase  I,  these  matters  are  limited  to  the 
appropriate  level  of  the  wholesale  rates 
proposed  herein.  As  to  Phase  n,  these 
matters  are  limited  to  the  tariff  provi¬ 
sions  which  the  intervenors  state  would 
prevent  them  from  establishing  their  own 
sources  of  power  or  prevent  them  from 
obtaining  power  from  others  than  CP&L. 

<H)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  set¬ 
tlement  pursuant  to  5 1.18  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(I).  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 


publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20140  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8881] 

CAROLINA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Extension  of  Time  and  Postponement  of 
Hearing 

August  22, 1974. 

On  August  16,  1974,  Electricities  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  Cities  of  Cam¬ 
den  and  Bennettsville,  South  Carolina, 
filed  a  motion  for  an  extension  of  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  issued 
August  5,  1974,  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  The  motion  states  that  neither 
staff  counsel  nor  any  of  the  parties  has 
any  objection  to  the  request  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  dates. 

Upon  consideration  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Staff  and  Intervenor  Service  Date,  August 

23, 1974. 

Company  Rebuttal  Service  Date,  August  30, 
1974. 

Hearing  Date,  September  10, 1974. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|  FR  Doc.74-20084  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8910] 

NEVADA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  22, 1974. 
Take  notice  that  on  July  22,  1974, 
Nevada  Power  Company  (Applicant) 
tendered  for  filing  pursuant  to  section 
205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Part 
35.12  of  the  regulations  issued  thereun¬ 
der,  Amendment  No.  1  dated  May  30, 
1974  to  the  Interchange  Agreement  with 
the  Department  of  Water  and  Power  of 
the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (Department), 
dated  November  1,  1973  and  designated 
Nevada  Power  Company  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  15.  Late  deliveries  of  equipment 
necessitated  execution  of  Amendment 
No.  1  so  that  Applicant  might  obtain  75 
mw  of  Department  peaking  capacity 
from  June  2,  1974  to  August  31,  1974. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  6,  1974  file  with  the  Federal  Pow¬ 
er  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 


in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20083  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

[Docket  Nos.  E-8928,  E-7777] 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  Increase,  Denying  Motion 
To  Reject,  Permitting  Interventions  and 
Establishing  Procedures 

August  22, 1974. 

On  July  24, 1974,  Pacific  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (PG&E)  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  tariff  sheets1  which  would  in¬ 
crease  PG&E’s  jurisdictional  revenues  by 
approximately  $3.5  million  based  upon 
sales  and  revenues  for  the  twelve  (12) 
month  period  succeeding  the  proposed 
effective  date  of  August  23,  1974. 

In  its  July  24, 1974,  filing,  PG&E  states 
that  the  principal  reasons  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  in  rates  is  to  insure  that 
current  year  costs  are  recovered  and  to 
increase  PG&E’s  rate  of  return  to  a  level 
which  will  permit  PG&E  to  attract  the 
required  amounts  of  new  capital  neces¬ 
sary  to  install  increased  capacity. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rate  increase 
was  issued  August  6,  1974,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  August  13,  1974.  On 
August  13,  1974,  the  Northern  California 
Power  Agency  (NCPA)  and  the  Cities  of 
Alameda,  Heraldsburg,  Lodi,  Lompoc, 
Santa  Clara  and  Ukiah,  California 
(Cities)  filed  a  document  entitled  in 
part  “Motion  To  Reject,  Protests,  Re¬ 
quest  for  Hearing  And  For  Five  Month 
Suspension  And  Petition  To  Intervene”. 
Also,  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company 
(Sierra  Pacific)  filed  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  on  August  13,  1974. 

In  its  motion  to  reject,  Cities  and 
NCPA  assert  that  PG&E’s  rate  filing  of 
July  24,  1974,  should  be  rejected  for  the 
following  reasons:  (1)  Incorrect  com¬ 
putation  of  the  demand  and  energy  al¬ 
location  factors  (2)  Overstatement  of 
PG&E’s  working  capital  requirements 
(3)  Incorrect  computation  of  the  income 
tax  allowance  (4)  Failure  to  exclude 
from  the  wholesale  cost  of  service  cost  of 
donations,  lobbying  and  political  ac¬ 
tivity  (5)  A  dramatic  change  in  rate  de¬ 
sign  whereby  the  energy  charge  is  sub¬ 
stantially  reduced  and  the  demand 
charge  is  increased  (6)  PC&E’s  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  does  not  comply  with 
Commission’s  policy. 

The  above  listed  allegations  do  not 
consitute  grounds  for  rejection  of  PG&E’s 
July  24,  1974,  filing.  However,  our  re¬ 
view  of  PG&E’s  filing  and  the  allegations 
by  Cities  and  the  NCPA  described  above 
does  indicate  that  the  proposed  rates 


1  Original  Volume  No.  V  (Supplement  No.  9 
to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  8)  Second  Revised 
Sheet  No.  1.  Original  Volume  No.  2,  First 
Revised  Sheets  Nos.  4, 5,  28  and  29. 
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may  result  in  excess  revenues  and  that 
the  proposed  increase  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
preferential  or  otherwise  unlawful.  We 
shall,  therefore,  permit  the  subject  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  and  set  the  matter 
for  hearing. 

Furthermore,  in  its  Motion,  Cities  and 
the  NCPA  allege  that  PG&E  has  monop¬ 
oly  control  over  the  bulk  generation  and 
transmission  of  electric  power  in  north¬ 
ern  California.  The  Petition  alleges  that 
since  PG&E’s  anticompetitive  activities 
have  operated  to  immunize  PG&E  from 
the  normal  market  risks  in  connection 
with  its  sales  to  Cities  there  is  no  basis 
for  the  allowance  usually  included  in  the 
rate  of  return  to  compensate  for  such 
risks.  Therefore,  Cities  and  the  NCPA 
request  that  the  allowance  for  these  risks 
should  be  excluded  from  PG&E’s  allowed 
rate  of  return. 

In  determining  a  just  and  reasonable 
rate  of  return,  it  is  of  course  necessary 
for  this  Commission  to  review  the  risks 
associated  with  a  utility’s  operations 
since  such  risks  influence  its  ability  to 
attract  capital.  Thus,  the  degree  of 
PG&E’s  market  stability  is  one  of  many 
factors  to  be  considered  in  determining 
a  just  and  reasonable  return  for  PG&E 
and  is  therefore  properly  considered  in 
this  proceeding.  However,  proof  of  the 
existence  or  nonexistence  of  anticom¬ 
petitive  conduct  on  the  part  of  PG&E 
which  may  be  violative  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  is  unnecessary  in  determin¬ 
ing  risks  associated  with  PG&E’s  present 
market  composition.  The  allegations 
raised  by  Cities  and  NCPA  w'  h  respect 
to  anticompetitive  conduct  are  presently 
the  subject  of  an  investigation  in  another 
docket  (See  Docket  No.  E-7777,  orders 
issued  March  14, 1974,  and  May  15, 1974) . 
Accordingly,  evidence  as  to  alleged  anti¬ 
competitive  conduct  is  not  properly  a 
subject  of  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  The  proposed  tariff  change,  ten¬ 
dered  by  PG&E  on  July  24,  1974,  should 
be  accepted  for  filing  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

( 2 )  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  grant 
Cities’  and  NCPA’s  motion  to  reject. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  rates  and  charges  contained 
in  PG&E’s  revised  tariff  sheets  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  docket  and  the  tendered 
tariff  sheets  be  suspended  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  suspend 
PG&E’s  proposed  rate  increase  for  a  one 
day  period  to  be  effective  August  24, 
1974. 

(5)  The  disposition  of  this  proceeding 
should  be  expedited  in  accordance  with 
the  procedure  set  forth  below. 

(7)  Participation  in  this  proceeding 
of  Cities,  NCPA  and  Sierra  Pacific  may  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Cities’  and  NCPA’s  motion  to  re¬ 
ject  is  hereby  denied. 


(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (18  CFR  Chapter  I)  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  on  January  21,  1975,  at 
10:00  a.m.,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  proposed  herein. 

(C)  Pending  a  hearing  and  final  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  PG&E’s  proposed  tariff, 
tendered  on  July  23, 1974,  is  accepted  for 
filing  and  suspended  for  one  day  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  August  24, 
1974,  subject  to  refund. 

(D)  On  or  before  December  3,  1974, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits.  The  pre¬ 
pared  testimony  and  exhibits  of  any  or 
all  intervenors  shall  be  sei*ved  on  or 
before  December  17,  1974.  Any  rebuttal 
evidence  by  PG&E  shall  be  served  on  or 
before  January  14,  1975. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  on  this 
proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  not  herein  provided,  and 
shall  control  this  proceeding  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  expressed  in  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  should 
be  construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the 
convening  of  conferences  or  offers  of 
settlement  pursuant  to  §  1.8  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(G)  The  above  named  petitioners  to 
intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding,  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commission 
and  subject  to  the  limitation  set  forth  in 
this  order:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
participation  of  such  intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in 
their  petitions  to  intervene,  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  That  the  admission  of 
such  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  that  the  intervenors  might 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or 
orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in  this 
proceeding. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.74-20086  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 

[  Docket  No.  RP74-4 1  ] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Extension  of  Time  and  Postponement  of 
Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing 

August  22, 1974. 

On  August  15,  1974,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  for  a  third  extension  of  the 
procedural  dates  fixed  originally  by 


Order  issued  January  14,  1974,  in  the 
above-designated  matter,  and  extended 
on  April  29,  1974,  and  July  24,  1974. 

Upon  consideration  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Staff  Evidence,  October  14, 1974. 

Intervenor  Evidence,  November  11, 1974. 
Rebuttal  Evidence,  November  25, 1974. 
Prehearing  Conference,  December  3,  1974 
(10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.) . 

Hearing,  December  17,  1974  (10:00  a.m., 
e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc .74-20085  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CI74-355,  CI74-367] 

YALE  OIL  ASSOCIATION,  INC.  AND 
CHARLES  J.  RICHARD,  ET  AL. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings,  Granting 
Interventions  and  Denying  Applications 

August  23,  1974. 

On  December  26,  1973,  Yale  Oil  As¬ 
sociation,  Inc.  (Yale) ,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CI74-355  and  on  January  7,  1974, 

Charles  J.  Richard  (Operator),  et  al. 
(Richard) ,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI74-367 
applications  pursuant  to  Section  7  (b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  their  sales 1  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Champlin  Petroleum  Com¬ 
pany  (Champlin)  from  wells  situated  in 
the  West  Edmond  Field,  Logan  County, 
Oklahoma,  under  fixed-rate  contracts 
each  dated  February  1,1965,  and  a  sale 
to  Champlin  by  Richard  for  which  no 
contract  exists,2  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  applications  in  this 
proceeding. 

Champlin  gathers  and  compresses  the 
gas  from  the  subject  wells,  processes  it 
in  its  Witcher  Gasoline  Plant,  and  re¬ 
sells  the  residue  gas  to  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Cities)  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed 
34.0  cents  per  Mcf.3  Yale  and  Richard 
are  presently  entitled  to  receive  11.0 
cents  per  Mcf  *  for  the  gas  delivered  to 
Champlin. 

Applicants,  Yale  and  Richard,  propose 
to  abandon  their  sales  of  gas  to  Cham¬ 
plin,  stating  that  their  existing  contracts 
with  Champlin  have  expired  and  that 
the  price  offered  by  Champlin  in  proposed 

1Yale  and  Richard  have  small  producer 
certificates  in  Docket  Nos.  CS71-159  and 
CS72-1142,  respectively. 

3  Waswo  “C”  Lease,  SW/4,  Sec.  4,  T15N, 
R4W. 

3  By  decision  and  order  issued  August  17, 
1973,  in  Docket  No.  CI73-530  Champlin 
Petroleum  Company,  et  al.,  Champlin  was 
authorized  to  charge  a  rate  not  to  exceed 
34.0  cents  per  Mcf,  Inclusive  of  Btu  adjust¬ 
ment,  subject  to  certain  conditions.  This  rate 
became  effective  October  1,  1973,  and  is  on 
file  as  Supplement  No.  10  to  Champlin  Petro¬ 
leum  Company  FPC  Qas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
53.  By  notice  issued  September  28,  1973,  it 
was  noted  that  said  decision  and  order  be¬ 
came  the  final  order  of  the  Commission. 

4  Yale’s  application  indicates  that  it  is  cur¬ 
rently  receiving  12.0  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas  sold 
to  Champlin:  however,  no  contractual  evi¬ 
dence  has  been  submitted. 
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new  contracts  is  unrealistic  and  not  ac¬ 
ceptable.1  Applicants  state  further  that 
the  sales  proposed  to  be  abandoned  are 
not  subject  to  Commission  jurisdiction 
as  they  did  not  know  Champlin  resold 
the  subject  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
but  only  recently  learned  of  this  fact. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  22,  1974 
(39  FR  2516) ,  of  the  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  CI74-355  and  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1974  (39  FR  5366) ,  of  the  filing 
of  the  application  in  Docket  No.  CI74- 
367,  Cities  filed  on  January  30  and 
February  21,  1974,  petitions  to  intervene 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI74-355  and  CI74-367, 
respectively.  Cities  opposes  the  applica¬ 
tions  and  states  that  it  is  now  experienc¬ 
ing  a  serious  gas  shortage  on  its  system 
and  that  if  these  proposed  abandon¬ 
ments  are  permitted  and  approved  the 
residue  gas  deliveries  which  it  now  re¬ 
ceives  from  Champlin  will  be  reduced 
to  the  detriment  of  Cities  and  its  cus¬ 
tomers.  Cities  further  states  that  inas¬ 
much  as  Applicants  did  not  base  their 
abandonment  requests  on  depleted  re¬ 
serves,  a  formal  hearing  should  be  held 
to  determine  whether  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonments. 

On  February  1  and  27, 1974,  Champlin 
filed  petitions  to  intervene  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI74-355  and  CI7 4-367,  respectively. 
While  Champlin  does  not  request  a 
formal  hearing  it  does  request  that  it  be 
made  a  party  to  the  proceedings,  point¬ 
ing  out  that  it  has  offered  Applicants 
new  contracts  at  a  higher  price. 
Champlin  further  states  that  one  of 
Richard’s  working  interest  co-owners 
has  in  fact  executed  and  returned  such 
a  contract  to  Champlin. 

Neither  Yale  nor  Richard  state  any 
reason  for  abandonment  except  that  a 
higher  price  is  desired,  and  they  contend 
that  the  Commission  lacks  jurisdiction 
over  their  present  sales  to  Champlin. 
These  sales  are,  however,  clearly  subject 
to  Commission  jurisdiction  as  sales  made 
for  resale  in  interstate  commerce  by 
Champlin,  and  Applicants’  allegations  of 
lack  of  knowledge  as  to  the  nature  of 
such  sales  is  not  determinative  of  this 
issue. 

to  warrant  the  granting  of  abandon¬ 
ment  proceeding  is  not  the  proper  forum 
for  seeking  price  relief  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  and  that  neither  Yale  nor 
Richard  have  set  forth  sufficient  grounds 
to  warrant  the  granting  of  abondon- 
ments  under  the  statutory  requirements 
of  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
we  shall  deny  the  instant  applications.' 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Docket  Nos.  CI74-355  and  CI74- 
367  should  be  consolidated  for  considera- 


*  The  proposed  new  purchase  contract  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  Increased  price  of  20.0  cents  per 
Mcf  of  gas  sold  to  Champlin  but  provides 
for  no  adjustment  In  price  for  Btu  content 
nor  does  It  allow  Applicants  to  share  In  the 
Uquids  extracted  from  such  gas. 

•This  Is  consistent  with  recent  Commis¬ 
sion  action  under  similar  circumstances  as 
evidenced  by  Its  order  Issued  February  19, 
1974,  in  Docket  Nos.  CI74-262,  et  al.,  Hondo 
Production  Company,  et  al. 


tion  and  decision  as  they  involve  com¬ 
mon  questions  of  law  and  fact. 

(2)  The  participation  of  Cities  and 
Champlin  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in 
the  public  interest. 

(3)  Applicants  have  not  demonstrated 
that  the  available  supply  of  natural  gas 
is  depleted  to  the  extent  that  the  con¬ 
tinuance  of  service  is  unwarranted  or 
that  the  present  or  future  public  con¬ 
venience  or  necessity  permit  the 
abandonments  of  service. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  The  applications  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI74-355  and  CI74-367  are  hereby  con¬ 
solidated  for  consideration  and  decision. 

(B)  Cities  and  Champlin  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  the  participation  of  said  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  said  petitions  to 
intervene;  and  provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  by  any  order  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  applications  of  Yale  and 
Richard  are  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20148  Filed  6-29-74:8:45  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[GSA  BULLETIN  FPMR  0-98] 

TRANSPORTATION  AND  MOTOR 
VEHICLES 

Storage  of  Unleaded  Gasoline 

1.  Purpose.  This  bulletin  provides 
guidelines  for  converting  leaded  gasoline 
storage  facilities  to  contain  unleaded 
gasoline. 

2.  Expiration  date.  This  bulletin  pro¬ 
vides  Information  of  a  continuing  nature 
and  will  remain  in  effect  until  revised 
or  canceled. 

3.  Background,  a.  Specific  regulations 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  10, 1973,  (38  FR  1254)  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  setting  forth  certain  requirements 
pertaining  to  the  availability  of  un¬ 
leaded  gasoline  at  certain  retail  outlets 
after  July  1,  1974.  Those  regulations, 
titled,  Regulation  of  fuels  and  fuel  addi¬ 
tives,  prohibit  dispensing  of  leaded  gaso¬ 
line  to  vehicles  designed  to  operate  only 
on  unleaded  gasoline;  require  labeling  of 
both  leaded  and  unleaded  gasoline  dis¬ 
pensers;  set  forth  pump  nozzle  specifi¬ 
cations  for  leaded  and  unleaded  gasoline 
dispensers;  and  provide  for  a  civil  pen¬ 
alty  of  $10,000  per  day  for  violations. 

b.  The  EPA  regulations  initially  did  not 
apply  to  public  or  private  operators  of 
vehicle  fleets  which  are  serviced  from  an 
outlet  that  does  not  sell  to  the  public. 
However,  on  May  7,  1974,  (39  FR  16137) 
EPA  proposed  that  the  regulations  be 
changed  to  include  “any  establishment 


at  which  gasoline  is  dispensed  to  an  ulti¬ 
mate  customer.” 

4.  Recommended  action,  a.  In  view  of 
the  foregoing,  and  since  the  Government 
will  be  purchasing  1975  model  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  which  will  require  the  use  of  un¬ 
leaded  fuel,  the  following  recommenda¬ 
tions  are  furnished  for  use  in  converting 
Government-owned  fueling  facilities  to 
accommodate  the  storage  of  unleaded 
fuel,  as  needed. 

(1)  Pump  out  as  much  of  the  leaded 
gasoline  as  possible  from  the  storage  tank 
by  using  the  dispensing  pump. 

(2)  Remove  the  remaining  leaded  gas¬ 
oline  by  using  a  bottom  drain  or  a  sup¬ 
plemental  pumping  operation  through 
the  “check  stick”  outlet.  The  storage  tank 
should  be  emptied  as  completely  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

(3)  Refill  the  storage  tank  to  capacity 
with  unleaded  gasoline. 

b.  Although  the  refilled  storage  tank 
will  contain  gasoline  having  a  small 
amount  of  lead,  that  amount  will  not 
exceed  the  EPA  standard  of  0.05  grams  of 
lead  per  gallon.  This  recommended  re¬ 
filling  procedure  should  be  followed  two 
or  three  times  and  the  fuel  dispensed  to 
1974  or  earlier  model  motor  vehicles 
equipped  to  use  unleaded  fuel  before  the 
fuel  is  dispensed  to  1975  model  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  catalytic  converters. 

c.  In  order  to  safeguard  against  dis¬ 
pensing  leaded  gasoline  to  motor  vehicles 
requiring  the  exclusive  use  of  unleaded 
fuel,  and  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  EPA  regulations  governing  dis¬ 
pensing  of  both  leaded  and  unleaded 
gasoline,  the  additional  actions  set  forth 
below  are  recommended. 

(1)  On  each  pump  used  to  dispense 
leaded  gasoline,  install  a  nozzle  spout 
having  a  terminal  end  outside  diameter 
of  not  less  than  0.930  of  an  inch  (2.362 
centimeters) . 

(2)  On  each  pump  from  which  un¬ 
leaded  gasoline  is  dispensed.  Install  a 
nozzle  having  a  terminal  end  outside 
diameter  not  greater  than  0.840  of  an 
inch  (2.134  centimeters) ;  a  straight  sec¬ 
tion  at  the  terminal  end  of  at  least  2.5 
inches  (6.34  centimeters)  in  length;  and 
a  retaining  spring  terminating  3.0  inches 
(7.6  centimeters)  from  the  terminal  end 
of  the  nozzle. 

(3)  Post  a  sign  on  pumps  dispensing 
unleaded  gasoline  stating:  UNLEADED 
GASOLINE. 

(4)  Post  a  sign  on  pumps  dispensing 
leaded  gasoline  stating:  CONTAINS 
LEAD  ANTIKNOCK  COMPOUNDS. 

5.  Agency  assistance.  For  further  in¬ 
formation  or  assistance  regarding  these 
recommended  procedures,  agencies  may 
contact  the  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FZT),  Washington,  DC  20406, 
telephone  (703)  557-3075. 

Dated:  August  22,  1974. 

M.  J.  Timbers, 
Commissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

[FR  Doc.74-20114  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 
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NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

PUBLIC  MEDIA  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
closed  meeting  of  the  Public  Media  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel  to  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Arts  will  be  held  at  9:00  a.m.  on 
September  8,  9,  and  10,  1974  in  the  8th 
floor  conference  room  of  the  McPhearson 
Building,  1425  K  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

This  meeting  is  for  the  purpose  Panel 
review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and  recom¬ 
mendation  on  applications  for  financial 
assistance  under  the  National  Founda¬ 
tion  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act 
of  1965,  as  amended,  including  discussion 
of  information  given  in  confidence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  determination  of  the 
Chairman  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  10,  1973,  this  meet¬ 
ing,  which  involves  matters  exempt  from 
the  requirements  of  public  disclosure 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4), 
and  (5) )  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Luna  Diamond,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  (202)  382-5871. 

Edward  M.  Wolfe, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endoument  for  the  Arts,  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc .74-201 62  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  August  27,  1974  (44  USC 
3509) .  The  purpose  of  publishing  this  list 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  indication 
of  who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
notice  through  this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529) . 


New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service;  Cost  of  Pro¬ 
duction  Survey,  Form _ ,  Annual,  Lowry/ 

Raynsford,  Sample  of  farms  producing 
crops  and  livestock. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  International  Commerce:  Survey 
of  U.S.  Consumer  Goods  Industry,  Form 
DIB  4013P,  Single  time,  Strasser/ Weiner, 
Manufacturers  of  consumer  goods. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines; 

Monthly  Coal  Report  Supplement,  Form 
6-1400-M-X,  Monthly,  Weiner,  Major 
consumers  of  coal  (steel  plants  &  manu¬ 
facturers)  . 

Coke  and  Coal-Chemical  Materials  Supple¬ 
ment,  Form  6-1365-M-X,  Monthly, 
Weiner,  Producers  of  coke  and  coal  chem¬ 
ical  materials. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  JUSTICE 

Departmental : 

Questionnaire  for  Participants  in  State 
Auditor  Training  Program,  Form  LEAA 
5800/1,  Occasional,  Sheftel,  Participants 
in  LEAA  Auditor  training  program. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OP  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service:  December 

Enumerative  Survey,  Form  - ,  Annual, 

Lowry,  Farmers. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  International  Commerce:  Ques¬ 
tionnaires  for  Export/Import  Projection 
Surveys,  Forms  DIB  807P,  808P,  Semian¬ 
nual,  Strasser,  Selected  exporters  and 
importers. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration :  Certification 
by  School  Official  of  Student’s  Full-Time 
Attendance,  Forms  SSA  1372A,  SSA- 
1372A(F), Occasional,  Caywood,  School  offi¬ 
cial  with  access  to  student’s  records. 
Departmental :  Non-Metropolitan  Physicians’ 
Capacity  Utilization  Telephone  Survey, 
Form  OS-35-74,  Single  time,  Reese,  Physi¬ 
cians’  offices. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service:  Summary  of  Buyers  Corrections 
Account-Tobacco,  Form  MQ-11,  Weekly, 
Evinger,  Tobacco  warehouse  operators. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.74-20210  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

[337-34] 

CONVERTIBLE  GAME  TABLES  AND 

COMPONENTS  THEREOF 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  will  hold  a 
public  hearing  in  connection  with  in¬ 
vestigation  No.  337-34,  convertible  game 
tables  and  components  thereof,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1974,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  In 
the  Hearing  Room  of  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission  Building,  8th  and  E 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  complainant  and  all 


interested  parties  the  opportunity  to 
present  evidence  as  to  (1)  the  acquisition 
by  Ebonite  Corp.,  a  subsidiary  of  Fuqua 
Industries,  of  the  facilities  of  ATI  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  convertible 
game  tables;  (2)  whether  Ebonite  Corp., 
the  successor  company,  is  continuing  in 
the  production  of  convertible  game  tables 
covered  by  the  claim (s)  in  U.S.  Patent 
No.  3,711,099;  (3)  whether  Ebonite  Corp., 
the  successor  company  is  efficiently  and 
economically  operated;  and  (4)  the  effect 
or  tendency  of  the  imported  convertible 
game  tables  and  components  thereof  to 
substantially  injure  or  destroy  the  do¬ 
mestic  industry  in  question. 

Requests  from  interested  parties  for 
appearances  at  the  hearing  should  be 
received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  in  writing,  at  his  office  in 
Washington,  D.C.  24036,  not  later  than 
noon,  Thursday,  September  5, 1974. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  12,  1973.  (38  FR 
25236). 

Issued:  August  26, 1974. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20072  Filed  8-29-74:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

IOWA  STATE  STANDARDS 
Notice  of  Approval 

1.  Background.  Part  1953  of  Title  29. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  prescribes 
procedures  under  section  18  of  the  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970 
(hereinafter  called  the  Act)  by  which  the 
Assistant  Regional  Directors  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  (hereinafter 
called  the  Assistant  Regional  Director) 
under  a  delegation  of  authority  from  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  (hereinafter 
called  the  Assistant  Secretary) ,  (29  CFR 
1953.4)  will  review  and  approve  stand¬ 
ards  promulgated  pursuant  to  a  State 
plan  which  has  been  approved  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  18(c)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  Part  1902.  On  July  20,  1973, 
notice  was  published  in  38  FR  19368  of 
the  approval  of  the  Iowa  plan  and  the 
adoption  of  Subpart  J  to  Part  1952  con¬ 
taining  the  decision. 

The  Iowa  plan  provides  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Federal  standards  as  State  stand¬ 
ards  by  reference  after  comments  and 
public  hearing.  Section  1952.163  of  Sub¬ 
part  J  sets  for  the  State’s  schedule  for 
the  adoption  of  Federal  standards.  By 
letter  dated  July  1,  1974  from  Walter 
Johnson,  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Labor 
to  Harold  L.  Smith,  Associate  Assistant 
Regional  Director  for  Federal  and  State 
Operations  and  incorporated  as  part  of 
the  plan,  the  State  submitted  State 
standards  comparable  to  29  CFR 
1910.93c-1910.93q  (39  FR  3760,  January 
29,  1974) ;  29  CFR  1910.158  (39  FR  6110, 
February  19,  1974) ;  29  CFR  1910.103  (39 
FR  9958,  March  15,  1974);  29  CFR 
1910.104  (39  FR  9958,  March  15,  1974) ; 
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29  CFR  1910.106  (39  FR  9958.  March  15, 
1974).  These  standards,  which  are  con¬ 
tained  in  Chapter  88  of  the  Code  of 
Iowa  (1973),  were  promulgated  after 
public  comment,  requested  on  May  1, 
1974,  hearings  held  on  June  5,  1974,  and 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Iowa  Bureau 
of  Labor  on  June  11,  1974,  pursuant  to 
Chapter  17a  of  the  Iowa  Code.  The 
standards  were  effective  June  12,  1974 
and  notice  of  their  adoption  was  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  State  on  July  22,  1974. 

2.  Decision.  Having  reviewed  the  State 
submission  in  comparison  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  State  standards  are  identical 
to  the  Federal  standards. 

3.  Location  of  supplement  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying.  A  copy  of  the  stand¬ 
ards  supplement,  along  with  the  ap¬ 
proved  plan,  may  be  inspected  and 
copied  during  normal  business  hours  at 
the  following  locations:  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Regional  Director,  Room  3000, 
Federal  Office  Building,  911  Walnut, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri;  the  Iowa  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Labor,  East  7th  and  Court  Ave¬ 
nue,  4th  Floor,  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  and 
Office  of  the  Associate  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Regional  Programs,  Room  850, 
1726  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

4.  Public  participation.  Under 
§  1953.2(c)  of  this  chapter,  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  may  prescribe  alternative 
procedures  to  expedite  the  review  proc¬ 
ess  or  for  other  good  cause  which  may 
be  consistent  with  applicable  laws.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  finds  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  publishing  the  sup¬ 
plement  to  the  Iowa  State  plan  as  a 
proposed  change  and  making  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Regional  Director’s  approval  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  for  the  following 
reasons: 

1.  The  standards  are  identical  to  the 
Federal  standards  and  are  therefore 
deemed  to  be  at  least  as  effective. 

2.  The  standards  were  adopted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of  State  law  and  further  par¬ 
ticipation  would  be  unnecessary. 

This  decision  is  effective  August  30, 
1974. 

(Sec.  18.  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
U.S.C.  667)). 

Signed  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri  this 
23d  of  July  1974. 

J.  A.  Reidinger, 
Assistant  Regional  Director. 

(FR  Doc.74-20155  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateways 

August  27,  1974. 

The  following  letter -notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 


fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065(a) ) ,  and  notice  thereof  to 
all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  September  9,  1974.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against 
the  elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E41) ,  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Portland,  Linnton, 
and  Willbridge,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Ada 
County,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Billings  and  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  to  points  in  Nevada.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Twin  Falls,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E48),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN- 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XHI  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Bozeman,  Helena, 
and  Missoula,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Nevada. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Twin  Falls,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Cutbank,  Kevin,  and  Sun¬ 
burst,  Mont.,  and  points  within  5  miles  of 
each  to  points  in  Oregon.  The  purpose 


of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Asotin  County,  Wash. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E51),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Wyoming 
to  points  in  California.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Wyoming  to  points  in  Umatilla,  Wallowa, 
Union,  Baker,  Malhem,  Harvey,  and 
Grant  Counties,  Oreg.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Caldwell,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E53),  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.  O.  Box 
638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  Petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  (except  petroleum  products 
which  require  special  equipment  for  the 
application  of  heat  or  to  facilitate  un¬ 
loading)  ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles,  Ventura,  and 
Orange  Counties,  Calif.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Idaho  in  and  north  of  Idaho 
County.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Sparks,  Nev. 
and  Baker,  Oreg. 

No.  MC-730  (Sub-No.  E54) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
638,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  N.  Cooledge  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Sacramento,  Stockton,  and  Coa- 
linga,  Calif.,  and  points  within  30  miles  of 
Coalinga,  Calif.,  and  points  in  those  parts 
of  Alameda,  Contra  Costa,  and  Solano 
Counties,  Calif.,  on  and  south  of  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  12,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Idaho  in  and  north  of  Idaho  County. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Sparks,  Nev.,  and  Baker, 
Oreg. 
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No.  MC-5470  (Sub-No.  E22) ,  filed  May 
29,  1974.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R.D. 

5  Box  146,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  McEligot,  918 
Sixteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ferro¬ 
alloys,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
any  railhead  in  East  Liverpool,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  the  State  of  Kentucky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Van  Coram,  Ohio. 

No.  MC-5470  (Sub-No.  E25> ,  filed  May 
29,  1974.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R.D. 

5  Box  146,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  McEligot,  918 
Sixteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Mill  scale, 
in  dump  vehicles,  between  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  and  Winchester,  Va.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Oil  City,  Pa. 

No.  MC-14552  (Sub-No.  E8>,  filed 
May  20,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  V.  Mc- 
NICHOLAS  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
P.O.  Box  749,  Youngstown,  Ohio  44501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Grance  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Steel  mill  equipment  and 
materials  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  rolling  mill  rolls) , 
from  points  in  Michigan  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
Detroit,  to  points  in  Ohio  bounded  on  the 
north  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  State  line,  and  extending 
along  Ohio  Highway  5  to  the  intersec¬ 
tion  with  Ohio  Highway  44,  and  on  the 
west  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  Ohio  Highway  5  and  Ohio  High¬ 
way  44,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  44 
to  the  intersection  of  U.S.  Highway  30, 
and  bounded  on  the  south  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  intersection  of  Ohio  High¬ 
way  44  and  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  east 
on  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  intersection  of 
U.S.  Highway  30  the  Ohio  Highway  154, 
thence  along  Ohio  Highway  154  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  line  and 
bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Ohio-Penn- 
syl vania  State  line,  and  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  35  miles  of  Youngstown, 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Youngstown, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC-17868  (Sub-No.  E31),  filed 
June  3, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  E.  BRINKER- 
HOFF  &  SONS  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  1001  South  14th  St.,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17104.  Applicant's  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St.  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
in  New  York,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  (1)  points  in  Florida,  South 
Carolina,  those  in  Georgia  in  and  south 
of  Heard,  Coweta,  Fulton,  De  Kalb, 


Gwinnett,  Barrow,  Jackson,  Banks  and 
Stephens  Counties,  those  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  in  and  east  of  Transylvania,  Hen¬ 
derson,  Rutherford,  Cleveland,  Lincoln, 
Catawba,  Iredell,  Davie,  Forsyth,  Guil¬ 
ford,  and  Caswell  Counties,  and  (2) 
those  in  Virginia  in  and  east  of  Halifax, 
Prince  Edward,  Charlotte,  Cumberland, 
Goochland,  Louisa,  Spotsylvania,  Staf¬ 
ford,  Prince  William,  and  Fairfax  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Wilmington, 
Del.,  and  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  in  proposal 
(1)  above:  and  Sussex,  Delaware, 
Powellsville,  Md.,  and  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
in  proposal  (2)  above. 

No.  M.C-35890  (Sub-No.  E9>,  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  BLODGETT 
FURNITURE  SERVICE,  INC.,  3801  36  Jl 
St.  SE.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  F.  Freel 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  uncrated,  (1)  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Florida-Georgia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Talla¬ 
hassee,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  319 
to  Medart,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
98  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  and  (2)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on,  east, 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  Illinois  Highway  64  to  St.  Charles, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  31  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  (except  Chicago)  and  Munster, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Florida  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  75.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 

No.  MC-82492  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed  May 
16,  1974  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  AND 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2853,  Kalamazoo,  Mich.  49003.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  C.  Har¬ 
ris  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Canned  goods,  when  moving  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  from  Columbus,  Ohio  to  points 
in  Iowa  and  Nebraska,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  RE¬ 
STRICTION  :  The  operations  author¬ 
ized  herein  are  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Grand 
Beach,  Mich. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E222),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE„  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
fruits,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  points 
in  Florida  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
231,  to  points  in  Indiana.  The  purpose  of 


this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tifton,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E225),  filed 
April  28,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  points  in  Virginia,  east  of 
the  Chesapeake  Bay  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Pike  or  Spaulding 
Counties,  Ga. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E558>,  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  points  in  Georgia  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  301  (except  points  in 
Georgia  on  U.S.  Highway  1)  to  points 
in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  and  Gulfport,  Miss. 

No.  MC-95540  (Sub-No.  E612),  filed 
May  8,  1974.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Clyde  W.  Carver,  5299 
Roswell  Rd.  NE.,  Suite  212,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts,  dairy  products  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A,  B,  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Ft.  Dodge,  Iowa  to 
points  in  Louisiana  on,  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas - 
Louisiana  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  its  junction 
with  Louisiana  Highway  155,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  155  to  Arm¬ 
stead,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
1  to  its  junction  with  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  174,  thence  along  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  174  to  the  Texas-Louisiana  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Union  City, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC-103051  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  FLEET 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  90408,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Russell  E. 
Stone  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting: 

(1)  Gasoline,  kerosene,  fuel  oil,  diesel 
oil,  lubricating  oils  and  petroleum  sol¬ 
vents,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
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points  in  Jefferson  County,  Alabama  to 
points  in  Florida,  eliminating  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Muscogee  County,  Georgia.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  above  authority  is 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
mineral  spirits,  lubricating  oils,  asphalt, 
fuel  oil,  and  liquid  chemicals  from  Bir- 
mingport,  Ala. 

(2)  Gasoline,  kerosene,  fuel  oil,  diesel 
oil,  lubricating  oils  and  petroleum  sol¬ 
vents,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Muscogee  County,  Georgia  to 
Ft.  Campbell,  Kentucky,  eliminating  the 
gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

(3)  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Montgom¬ 
ery  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Tennessee 
within  125  miles  of  Lookout  Mountain, 
Ga.,  eliminating  the  gateway  of  Look¬ 
out  Mountain,  Georgia. 

(4)  Petroleum  products  (except  liquid 
chemicals  as  defined  in  the  Maxwell 
Co.,  Extension — Addison,  63  MCC  677) 
as  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates  61  MCC  209,  from  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Tennessee, 
within  125  miles  of  Lookout  Mountain, 
Ga.,  eliminating  the  gateways  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Hamilton  County,  Tenn.,  and 
Lookout  Mountain,  Ga. 

(5)  Petroleum  products  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Pensacola,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Tennessee 
within  125  miles  of  Lookout  Mountain, 
Ga.,  eliminating  the  gateways  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Hamilton  County,  Tennessee, 
and  Lookout  Mountain,  Ga. 

(6)  Petroleum  products  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Mobile,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Tennessee  with¬ 
in  125  miles  of  Lookout  Mountain,  Ga., 
eliminating  the  gateways  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Hamilton  County,  Tenn.,  and 
Lookout  Mountain,  Ga. 

(7)  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  Rome,  Ga.  termi¬ 
nal  of  Colonial  Pipeline  Company  to 
points  in  Tennessee  within  125  miles  of 
Lookout  Mountain,  Ga.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Muscogee  County,  Ga.  in  proposal  num¬ 
ber  1  above:  Nashville,  Tenn.,  in  proposal 
number  2  above:  Lookout  Mountain,  Ga., 
in  proposal  number  3  above;  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  and  Lookout  Mountain, 
Ga.,  in  proposals  number  4,  5,  6,  and  7 
above. 

No.  MC-103051  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  FLEET 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  90408, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Russell  E.  Stone  (same  as 
above ) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Chemicals  (except  Hydrofluorsilic  acid, 
such  naval  stores  as  are  chemicals,  crude 
tall  oil,  sulphate  black  liquor  skimmings, 
and  liquid  alum),  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper-type  vehicles,  from  Atlanta,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois 
(except  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 


north  of  U.S.  Highway  34),  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Missouri  (except  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
24),  and  Ohio,  (2)  liquid  chemicals  and 
cleaning  compounds,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Richmond  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois  (except 
that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  34),  Indiana,  Michigan,  and 
Missouri  (except  that  part  of  Missouri 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24),  (3) 
chemicals,  in  bulk  (except  phosphatic 
feed  supplements),  from  Tampa,  Fla., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois 
(except  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  34) ,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Missouri  (except  that  part  of  Missouri 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24) ,  and 
Ohio,  (4)  chemicals  (except  hydro¬ 
fluorsilic  acid,  such  naval  stores  as  are 
chemicals,  crude  tall  oil,  sulphate  black 
liquor  skimmings,  and  liquid  alum) ,  dry, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
from  Atlanta,  and  Georgia  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

(5)  Chemicals  (except  hydrofluorsilic 
acid,  such  naval  stores  as  are  chemicals, 
crude  tall  oil,  sulphate  black  liquor  skim¬ 
mings,  and  liquid  alum) ,  liquid,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles,  from 
Atlanta,  and  Georgia  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Virginia, 
(6)  sodium  silicate  and  potassium  sili¬ 
cate,  dry,  in  bulk,  from  points  in  Bartow 
County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Illinois  (except  that  part  of  Il¬ 
linois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  34) , 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Missouri  (except  that 
part  of  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  24)  and  Ohio,  (7)  petroleum 
emulsion  sizing -de foaming  compounds, 
hydraulic  fluids  (except  petroleum, 
foundry  core  compound  liquids  and 
petroleum  defoaming  compounds) ,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Carrollton, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Kentucky,  Illinois  (ex¬ 
cept  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  34) ,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Missouri  (except  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24),  and 
Ohio,  (8)  commodities,  in  bulk  (except 
petroleum  products,  salt  cake,  cement, 
naval  stores,  liquid  sugar  and  blends 
thereof,  com  syrup,  and  vegetable  oils) , 
from  points  in  Muscogee  County,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina 
and  Virginia,  (9)  phosphoric  acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite 
of  the  D  &  L  Plating  Company,  located 
near  Carrollton,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois  (except  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  34),  Indiana,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri  (except  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24),  and 
Ohio,  and  ( 10)  sodium  silicate,  potassium 
silicate,  ammonium  sulfide,  sodium  sulf- 
hydrate,  and  orthodichlorobenzene,  liq¬ 
uid,  in  bulk,  from  Cartersville,  Ga.  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Illinois 
(except  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  34) ,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Missouri  (except  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  24) ,  and  Ohio. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Lavfergne,  Tenn.,  in 
proposals  numbers  1,  2,  3,  6,  6,  9,  and  10 
above:  and  Augusta,  Ga.,  in  proposals 
numbers  4,  5,  and  8  above. 


No.  MC-103435  (Sub-No.  El)  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  UNITED- 
BUCKINGHAM  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  192,  Little,  Colo.  80120.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Kenneth  A. 
Willhide  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Contractors  machinery, 
farm  machinery  and  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  supplies,  and  materials,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Wyoming,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  and  North  Dakota  on  and  east 
of  a  line  running  north  and  south  along 
U.S.  Highway  83;  and  (2)  between  Sheri¬ 
dan,  Wyo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Iowa  and  in  Nebraska  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  83.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC-1 10525  (Sub-No.  E818),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal 
tar  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  New  Jersey  to  points  in 
Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E819),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E820),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  to  points  in  Delaware.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E821),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  to  points  in  Maryland.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E822),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
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as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal  tar 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  to  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  219. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC-110525  (Sub-No.  E823),  filed 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal  tar  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  that  part 
of  New  York  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  81.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No.  MC-111401  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  dry  syn¬ 
thetic  plastics,  in  bulk,  in  specialized 
equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  35  and  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  70,  to  points  in  California, 
Michigan,  Oregon,  Washington,  and 
that  part  of  Wisconsin  on,  north,  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  90.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Longview,  Tex. 

No.  MC-1 11545  (Sub-No.  E295) ,  filed 
May  17, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Texas.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC-1 11545  (Sub-No.  E296),  filed 
May  17, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  Texas  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Oklahoma, 
points  in  Arkansas,  and  points  in  Iowa. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E297),  filed 
May  17, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 


PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Bom  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 
chines)  ,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Virginia.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
(1)  McAlester  or  Hugo,  Okla.;  (2)  Ring- 
gold  or  Rome,  Ga.;  and  (3)  Asheville, 
N.C. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E299),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Born  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Incinerators  and  refuse-treatment 
equipment,  and  parts,  attachments,  and 
accessories,  for  incinerators  and  refuse- 
treatment  equipment,  the  transportation 
of  which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quires  the  use  of  special  equipment,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  West 
Virginia-Maryland  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  219  to  Elkins,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Weston,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the  West  Vlr- 
ginia-Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in 
Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Mt.  Airy,  N.C., 
and  Springfield,  Mo. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E301),  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Born  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities  (except  knitting  ma¬ 
chines)  ,  the  transportation  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  Missouri  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Missouri-Kansas 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66 
to  Springfield,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
60  to  the  Missouri-Kentucky  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  New  Jersey,  that  part  of  New  York  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-New  Jersey  State  line,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  87  to  Albany,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  787  to  Water- 
vliet,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
7  to  Troy,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
4  to  the  New  York-Vermont  State  line, 
and  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Maryland  State  line,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  83  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  76,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  76  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ringgold,  Ga. 


No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E302),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  (except  knitting  machines) , 
the  transportation  of  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Wyoming  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Wyoming-Nebraska  State  line,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Rawlins, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  Lander, 
thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  789  to 
Thermopolis,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  120  to  the  Wyoming-Montana 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ringgold, 
Ga.,  and  Cairo,  HI. 

No.  MC-111545  (Sub-No.  E303),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Bom 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Bristol, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Salem, 
thence  along  U.S.  highway  460  to  Peters¬ 
burg,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  36 
to  Hopewell,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  10  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 
156,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  156 
to  Virginia  Highway  5,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  5  to  Williamsburg,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  238,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  238  to  Yorktown,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  North  Carolina. 

No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E35),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  containers,  from  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Califor¬ 
nia  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Califomla-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  California  Highway 
oauaift  *S6S  ^bauiSih  'S' fl  uorptmC  o^  061 
along  U.S.  Highway  395  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  178,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  178  to  junction  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  58,  thence  along  California 
Highway  58  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
101,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  101  to 
junction  California  Highway  1,  thence 
along  California  Highway  1  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Kansas  City, 
Kans. 
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No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Petroleum 
products,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Missouri  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Missouri- 
Kansas  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  Columbia,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Jefferson  City, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  Cam- 
denton,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
5  to  Lebanon,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
66  to  Springfield,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
line  to  points  in  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Ne¬ 
braska  east  of  U.S.  Highway  183.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
pipe,  plastic  tubing,  plastic  conduit, 
valves,  fittings,  compounds,  joint  sealer, 
bonding  cement,  thinner,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  of  such  products, 
from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  California  on,  north,  and 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  15.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Waco,  Tex.,  or  McPherson, 
Kans. 

No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Sugar,  in 
bulk,  from  Idaho  Falls,  Nampa,  Rupert, 
and  Twin  Falls,  Idaho  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  and  Texas  (except  points  in  El 
Paso  and  Hudspeth  Counties).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rocky  Ford,  Colo. 

No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E100),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  containers,  from  Cas¬ 
per,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Oklahoma  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
281  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Okla- 
homa-Texas  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  El  Dorado,  Kans. 

No.  MC-112822  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
May  17.  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 


INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cush¬ 
ing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  A.  Stone  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  containers,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Kansas  on,  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Missouri  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  to  points  in  Mon¬ 
tana  (except  points  in  Phillips,  Garfield, 
Prairie,  Wilbaux,  Dawson,  McCone, 
Richland,  Valley,  Daniels,  Sheridan, 
Roosevelt,  Carter,  Powder  River,  Fallon, 
and  Custer  Counties).  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  El  Dorado,  Kans.,  and  Casper,  Wyo. 

No.  MC-113267  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  & 
SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3385 
Aii-way  Blvd.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38116. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  A. 
Fischer  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat  products,  dairy 
products,  and  fish  products,  frozen,  en¬ 
cased  in  dough  and  bakery  products, 
frozen  when  transported  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  temperature  controlled 
mechanical  refrigerating  devices,  from 
Macon,  Milan,  Moberly,  Marshall,  and 
Carrollton,  Mo.,  to  New  Orleans,  La.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Hopkinsville,  Ky. 

No.  MC-113828  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  30006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  A.  Grimm  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  points 
(1)  in  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  and 
Delaware;  (2)  those  in  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Maryland  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  140  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Maryland  Highway  97, 
thence  to  its  intersection  with  the  Mary- 
land-District  of  Columbia  State  line, 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  St. 
Marys  County,  Md.,  in  proposal  number  1 
above  and  the  District  of  Columbia  in 
proposal  number  2  above. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E176),  filed 
May  15,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence T.  Sheils  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Frozen  fruits,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Virginia  east  of  the  Cheasapeake  Bay 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  points- in  Benton  and  Wash¬ 
ington  Counties,  Ark.,  points  in  that  part 


of  Missouri  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66,  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  87  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
349,  to  Midland,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  to  Pecos,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  17  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  the 
U.S.-Mexico  International  Boundary 
line,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
on,  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Missouri-Oklahoma  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  44  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  40,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junction  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  99,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway 
99  to  junction  Oklahoma  Highway  59, 
thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway  59  to 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  177,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  177  to  junction 
Oklahoma  Highway  19,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  19  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  Chickasha,  thence  along  Bailey 
Turnpike  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  281, 
thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to 
the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Westfield,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E221),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and  edible 
meat  byproducts,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Connecticut  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Block 
Island  Sound  at  New  London  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Connecticut  Highway  85  to 
junction  Connecticut  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  2  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  44  to  the  Connecticut-New  York 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit, 
Mich,  (via  Canada) . 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E222),  filed 
May  12,  1974,  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and  edible 
meat  byproducts,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Piqua,  Ohio  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Connecticut  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Long  Is¬ 
land  Sound  at  New  Haven  and  extending 
along  Connecticut  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  Connecticut  Highway  8,  thence 
along  Connecticut  Highway  8  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  44  to  the  Connecticut-New 
York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
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is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit, 
Mich,  (via  Canada) . 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E223),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and 
edible  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Connecticut  on,  east,  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Connecticut-Mas- 
sachusetts  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  7  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  63,  thence  along  Connecticut 
Highway  63  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  4,  thence  along  Connecticut 
Highway  4  to  junction  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  44, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  44,  thence 
along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  junction  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  87,  thence  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  87  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway 
2,  thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  2  to 
the  Connecticut-Rhode  Island  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Detroit,  Mich,  (via 
Canada) . 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E235),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  meats,  meat  products,  and  edible 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio  to  Cari¬ 
bou  and  Limestone,  Maine.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Detroit,  Mich,  (via  Canada) . 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E299),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Cleveland,  Fostoria,  Piqua,  and 
Sandusky,  Ohio  to  Jersey  City,  N.J.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E300),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  from  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  to  Irving  and  Silver  Creek, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Erie  County,  N.Y. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Buffalo,  N.Y. 


No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E355),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Marysville,  Pa., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  65.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E506),  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits  and  berries, 
and  frozen  fruit  and  berry  concentrates, 
from  points  in  Lycoming  and  Tioga 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  Paducah,  Ky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Penn  Yan,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E550),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Erie  County,  Pa.,  on  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  90  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Maryland  on, 
east,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Atlantic  Ocean  at  Ocean  City  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
Salisbury,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
13  to  junction  Maryland  Highway  413, 
thence  along  Maryland  Highway  413  to 
the  Chesapeake  Bay.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Elmira,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113843  (Sub-No.  E594),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Sheils  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  from  points 
in  Clinton,  Lycoming,  Tioga,  and  Union 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Dundee,  N.Y. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Missouri 
65804.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street, 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Mixa,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Oklahoma. 


No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E14),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Marion- 
ville,  Mo.,  to  points  in  California.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Arkansas  or  Okla¬ 
homa. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Con¬ 
densed  cream  and  milk,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  (1)  Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Tennessee,  points  in  that  part  of  Ken¬ 
tucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  231, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Missouri  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  71;  and  (2) 
from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
231.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Fremont, 
Bailey,  and  Belding,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Missouri. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E19),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Rogers, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  California.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Texas. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  3180,  Glen  Stone  Station,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
Street,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  fats  and  animal 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Wilson  and  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Cherokee,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Huron,  S.  Dak. 
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No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON  . 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 

Box  3180,  Glen  Stone  Station,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St, 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  fats  and  animal  oils.  In  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Wilson  and  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cherokee, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant- 
site  of  Armor  Grocery  Products  Co.,  near 
Aurora,  Ill. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E25),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  3180,  Glen  Stone  Station,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  St., 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Vinegar  stock  and  vinegar,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Whatcom,  Skagit, 
Snohomish,  King,  Pierce.  Lewis,  Ska¬ 
mania,  Clark,  Clallam,  Jefferson,  Grays 
Harbor,  Mason,  Harber,  Pacific,  Wah¬ 
kiakum  and  Cowlitz  Counties,  Wash.,  to 
North  East,  Pa.,  and  Watkins  Glen, 
Westfield,  and  B  roc  ton.,  N.Y.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Springdale,  Ark. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E101),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hutchin¬ 
son  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Arkansas  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  65 
to  Junction  Arkansas  Highway  7,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  7  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  19, 
thence  along  Arkansas  Highway  19  to 
the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marionville,  Mo. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  3180,  Glen  Stone  Station,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
Street.  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsites  of 
Lonza,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Mapleton,  HI.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Utah  in  and  south 
of  Daggett,  Uintah,  Carbon,  Emery, 
Grand,  Sevier,  Piute,  and  Beaver  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Arkansas 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 


along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  1,  thence  along  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  1  to  junction  US.  High¬ 
way  49,  thence  along  US.  Highway  49  to 
the  Arkansas-Mississippl  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Springfield,  Mo.,  for  points 
in  Utah,  and  Verona,  Mo.,  for  points  in 
Arkansas. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar 
and  vinegar  stock  used  as  chemicals  (1) 
from  points  in  Washington,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  points  in  that  part  of  Okla¬ 
homa  on  and  east  of  US.  Highway  81, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  81;  (2)  from  points 
in  California  to  points  in  Missouri,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  and  east  of  US.  Highway  81, 
and  (3)  from  Columbia,  Garfield,  and 
Asotin  Counties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  south  of  US.  Highway  70. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Springfield,  Mo. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hutchin¬ 
son  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points  in 
California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Colorado. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar 
stock  and  vinegar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  California  and 
Washington,  to  points  in  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Corpus  Christl,  Tex.,  and 
points  in  Starr,  Hidalgo,  Willacy,  and 
Cameron  Counties,  Tex. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  EU0),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3180  G.S.S.,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Jan¬ 
dera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (1)  from  points 
i  in  that  part  of  Washington  west  of  the 


part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indiana -Ohio  State 
line,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  46 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  UJ3.  Highway  40  to  the  Indiana  - 
Illinois  State  line;  and  (2)  from  points 
in  California  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  46  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State  line, 
points  in  Hamilton  and  Clermont  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio;  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  niinois-Indiana  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  140,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  140  to  the  Hlinois-Missouri 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC-113908  (Sub-No.  E114),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
3160,  Glen  Stone  Station,  Springfield, 
Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street, 
Topeka,  Kansas  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Synthetic  resins,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Springfield  and  Verona, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Kansas  City,  Kans. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E2> ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  HI.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and . 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  In 
Wisconsin  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
151  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E3),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler.  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  HI.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  in 
Nebraska,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Florida,  Georgia,  Tennessee. 
Kentucky,  points  in  Mississippi  on  and 


Arkansas-Missouri  State  line,  thence  Cascade  Mountains,  to  points  in  that  east  of  Interstate  Highway  59,  and  points 
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in  Alabama  on  and  east  of  a  line  from 
the  Alabama-Mississippi  State  line  along 
Interstate  Highway  59  to  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  65,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  the  Alabama- 
Tennessee  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E4),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  in 
Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Oregon,  California,  Utah, 
Arizona,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana  and  points  in  Missouri  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  63.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  HI.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities,  between  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line  from  the  Iowa- 
Hlinois  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway 
151  to  the  junction  of  Iowa  Highway  149, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  149  to  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  6  to  the  Iowa-Nebraska 
State  line  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Missouri  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  63.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E6),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  in 
Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  California, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mississippi, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  North 


Carolina,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wyoming,  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
87,  and  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  from  the  Texas-Arkansas  State 
line  along  Interstate  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Tennessee  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115554  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SCOTTS 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1634,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  R. 
Madler,  1255  North  Sandburg  Terrace, 
Chicago,  HI.  60610.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refrigerators,  refrigeration  and 
electrical  equipment,  appliances,  and 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  repair,  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  points  in 
Iowa  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  169 
and  on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway 
80  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Colorado  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  87  and  points  in  Arkansas  on 
and  north  of  a  line  from  the  Arkansas- 
Texas  State  line  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  30  to  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Arkansas-Tennessee  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Amana,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E36),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles),  from  the  plantsite  of  Stockman’s 
Meat  Packing  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Gooding,  Idaho,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  California  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  15  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  58,  thence  along  California  Highway 
58  to  Mojave,  thence  along  California 
Highway  14  to  the  southern  boundary  of 
Kern  County,  thence  along  the  southern 
boundary  of  Kern  County  to  the  northern 
boundary  of  Santa  Barbara  County, 
thence  along  the  northern  boundary  of 
Santa  Barbara  County  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 


Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  California  on 
.and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pa-  * 
cific  Ocean  and  extending  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  68  to  Salinas,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  101  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  152,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  152  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  59,  thence  along  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  59  to  junction  California 
Highway  140,  thence  along  California 
Highway  140  to  the  eastern  boundary  of 
Merced  County,  thence  along  the  eastern 
boundaries  of  Merced,  Stanislaus,  Cala¬ 
veras,  Amador,  and  El  Dorado  Counties 
to  the  California-Nevada  State  line,  to 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  Okla.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Strevell,  Idaho. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  described  in  Section  A  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Mis¬ 
souri  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Phelps  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  California, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at,  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Missouri  Beef  Packers,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Phelps  City,  Mo.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Cache  and  Weber  Counties, 
Utah. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables,  from  Auburn,  Mt. 
Vernon,  Arlington,  and  Seattle,  Wash., 
to  Amarillo,  Tex.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Al¬ 
buquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen,  fresh,  and  cured  meats,  and 
frozen  meat  products,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Producers  Packing  Company  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Oregon  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Califomia-Oregon  State  line  ex- 
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tending  along  U.S.  Highway  595  to  Burns, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Bend, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  97  to  the 
Oregon- Washington  State  line,  and 
points  In  that  part  of  Washington  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Oregon- 
Wash  ington  State  line  and  extending 
along  the  eastern  boundaries  Skamania, 
Lewis,  and  Pierce  Counties  to  the  inter¬ 
section  of  Washington  Highway  410, 
thence  along  Washington  Highway  410  to 
junction  Washington  Highway  169, 
thence  along  Washington  Highway  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  405  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  405  to  junction 
Washington  Highway  522,  thence  along 
Washington  Highway  522  to  Washington 
Highway  9,  thence  along  Washington 
Highway  9  to  the  U.S.-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  plansite.  The 
purpose  of  the  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Alturas.  Calif. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E43),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and 
frozen  vegetables,  from  Modesto,  Calif., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Colorado 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colo¬ 
rado-New  Mexico  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  285,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  285  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
western  boundary  of  Teller  County, 
thence  along  the  western  and  northern 
boundaries  of  Teller  County  to  the 
northern  boundary  of  El  Paso  County, 
thence  along  the  northern  boundary  of 
El  Paso  County  to  the  intersection  of 
U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  toLimon,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  350  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  25  to  the 
Colorado-New  Mexico  State  line  to  the 
point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides,  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  Greeley,  Colo.,  to  Yuma, 
Ariz.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  points.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Ogden,  Utah. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E45),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 


INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  meat,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tion  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (restricted 
to  commodities  fit  for  human  consump¬ 
tion)  ,  from  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Oregon  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  California - 
Oregon  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  97  to  junction  Oregon 
Highway  138,  thence  along  Oregon  High¬ 
way  138  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
5,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
Eugene,  thence  along  Oregon  Highway 
126  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Sacramento,  Calif. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E46),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables,  and  Brownsville  and  Harlinger, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Oregon  (except  Bums 
and  points  in  Malheur  and  Harvey  Coun¬ 
ties  south  of  U.S.  Highway  20) ,  points  in 
Washington  (except  Coulee  Dam  and 
points  in  Stevens,  Pend  Oreille,  Ferry, 
and  Okanogan  Counties) ,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Idaho  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Washington-Idaho  State 
line  at  Lewiston  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  95  to  Coeur  d’Alene,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  90  to  the 
Washington-Idaho  State  line,  thence 
along  Washington-Idaho  State  line  to 
the  point  of  beginning.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  earner, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  and 
Idaho  to  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  277,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  277  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80217. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg., 
Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fresh  and  frozen  meats,  from 
Roberts,  Idaho,  and  points  within  5  miles 
of  Roberts,  to  points  within  100  miles  of 
Lubbock,  Tex.,  and  including  Lubbock. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Teec  Nos  Pos,  Ariz. 

No.  MC-115826  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Kimball,  2310  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Missouri  Beef  Pack¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Phelps  City,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  California,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Missouri  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Phelps  City,  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E101),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  from  Allen - 
ton,  Wis.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Charles  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E102),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  (except 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling)  from  Batavia,  N.Y.,  to  points 
in  Mississippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant- 
site  of  the  Helix  Corporation  at  Crown 
Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E103),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements,  and  parts 
thereof,  from  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Modem,  Inc.,  at 
Beaumont,  Tex.,  to  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  the  transporta- 
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tlon  of  traffic  originating  at  the  plant- 
sites  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Modem, 
Inc.,  at  Beaumont,  Tex.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rochelle,  Ill. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E104),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hay  cutting  implements  and  farm 
tractor  attachments  from  Columbus, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  West  Bend, 
Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
tractors  and  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  or  special  handling) 
from  Rochelle,  HI.,  to  points  in  Georgia 
and  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant- 
site  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E106),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
tractors  and  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling)  from 
Bettendorf,  Iowa,  to  points  in  New 
Hampshire  and  New  Jersey,  and  points 
in  New  York  on  and  east  of  a  line  from 
the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
along  New  York  Highway  8  to  Utica 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  12  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Rochelle,  Ill.,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  tractors  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment  or  special  han¬ 
dling)  from  Burlington,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Florida  on,  east  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  319.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant- 
site  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E108),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 


P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Combines,  threshers,  corn  pickers, 
and  parts  thereof  from  Battle  Creek, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plantsite 
of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Manure  spreaders,  oscillating 
wagons,  cattle  feeder  boxes,  under  car¬ 
riages,  with  wheels,  and  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  therefore  (except  such  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  commodities 
require  special  equipment  or  special  han¬ 
dling  from  Brodhead,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  and  points  in  Mississippi  and 
Louisiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant- 
site  of  the  Helix  Corporation  at  Crown 
Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E110),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC.* 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martin¬ 
son  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Harvester-thresher  combines  from 
Burlington,  Iowa  to  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south 
of  a  line  from  the  South  Carolina- 
Georgia  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Atlanta,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
line,  and  points  in  Florida  on,  east,  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  319.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  elimL.ate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantsite  of  the  Helix  Corporation 
at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martin¬ 
son  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tractors  (except  farm  tractors) 
from  Muskegon,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Racine,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC„ 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martin¬ 
son  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 


ing:  Agricultural  tractors  from  Muske¬ 
gon,  Mich.,  to  points  hi  Kansas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Racine,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  C3401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martin¬ 
son  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tractors  (except  truck  tractors), 
from  Muskegon,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Col¬ 
orado,  Arizona,  and  New  Mexico.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Burlington,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E114),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  implements  (except  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling),  from  Owatonna,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the' 
plantsite  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E115),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  and  imple¬ 
ments,  other  than  hand,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  (except  commodities, 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
special  handling),  from  Schoolcraft, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Kansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Rockford,  Ill., 
and  the  plantsite  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown 
Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E116) ,  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  PaulLi.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  and  agri¬ 
cultural  implements  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
special  handling) ,  from  Schoolcraft, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  South  Bend,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
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ing:  Farm  implements,  from  Owatonna, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  New  Jersey,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  North  Carolina,  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
and  Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E118>,  filed 
July  3.  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  from  Cuba  City,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Colorado.  RESTRICTION:  The  author¬ 
ity  granted  above  is  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  orginating  at  Cuba  City,  Wis.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Owatonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E119),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Agricultural  implements,  farm  machin¬ 
ery,  and  attachments,  therefor,  from 
Louisville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Oshkosh,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E120),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Portable  grain  elevators  and  farm 
wagon  bodies  from  Bloomington,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota,  Montana,  Idaho, 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  12. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  West  Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  and  ma¬ 
chinery  (except  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  or  special  handling 
from  Cuba  City,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida.  RESTRICTION:  Restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  Cuba  City,  Wis.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  Helix  Corp. 
at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 


cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
tractors)  from  Indianola,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  South  Dakota  and  North  Dakota.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  Restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  Indianaola,  Miss.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Charles  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E123>,  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  from  Laurel, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota  and 
South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Charles 
City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E124),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cultivators,  knocked  down,  from 
Glencoe,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Vermont,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Virginia,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  West 
Virginia,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  West  Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E125),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
tractors  and  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment)  from  Cuba  City,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Pennsylvania  (ex¬ 
cept  Lancaster,  Mountville,  Belleville, 
Intercourse,  and  New  Holland) .  Restric¬ 
tion:  Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
Cuba  City,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
tractors)  from  Hernando,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Montana,  Oregon,  Idaho,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  RESTRICTION:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  Hernando,  Miss.  The  pur¬ 


pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Owatonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sod  seeders,  scrapers,  cutters,  and 
disc  harrows  (except  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment)  from  the  plantsite 
of  Midland  Manufacturing  Company, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Electric  Mills  (Kemper 
County) ,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Idaho, 
Montana,  Oregon,  and  Washington.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Owatonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E128),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC,, 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sod-seeders,  scrapers,  cutters,  and 
disc  harrows  (except  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment)  from  the  plantsite 
of  Midland  Manufacturing  Company, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Electric  Mills  (Kemper 
County) ,  Miss.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota 
and  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Charles  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  machinery  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment)  from  Cuba  City,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Idaho,  Montana, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington, 
and  Wyoming.  RESTRICTION :  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  Cuba  City,  Wis.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Owatonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E130),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  machinery  and 
used  agricultural  implements  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling)  from  points 
in  Indiana  to  points  in  North  Dakota 
and  South  Dakota.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Point, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E131),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
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TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  machinery,  used 
agricultural  implements,  used  farm 
tractors,  and  used  parts  and  attachments 
therefor  (except  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment)  from  points 
in  Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  points  in  Oklahoma,  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  Colorado,  and  Wyoming.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Oshkosh,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E132),  filed 
July  3,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  machinery  and 
used  agricultural  implements  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling)  from  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  points  in  Colorado.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  plantsite  of  Helix  Corp. 
at  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E133),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Combines,  from  Kewaunee,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
and  Virginia.  RESTRICTION:  Restrict¬ 
ed  to  shipments  originating  at  Kewau¬ 
nee,  Wis.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rochelle,  Ill. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E134),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Combines,  from  Kewaunee,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Idaho, 
Montana,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming.  RESTRIC¬ 
TION  :  Restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  Kewaunee,  Wis.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Owatonna,  Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E135),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Combines,  from  Kewaunee,  Wis.,  to 


points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
and  South  Dakota.  RESTRICTION:  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  Kewau¬ 
nee,  Wis.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Owatonna, 
Minn. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E143),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  machinery  and  farm  tractors 
(except  commodities  the  transportation 
of  which  because  of  size,  shape,  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
or  special  handling),  from  Bettendorf, 
Iowa  and  Rock  Island,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Maine.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Manitowac,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E144),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  implements  and 
used  farm  machinery  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  the  transportation  of  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling)  from 
points  in  Michigan  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Florida,  Idaho, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantsite  of  the  Helix  Corp.  at  or 
near  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E145),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  implements  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling)  from  Apple- 
ton,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  West  Virginia.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  plantsite  of  the  Helix  Corp.  at  or 
near  Crown  Point,  Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E146),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  agricultural  machinery,  used 
agricultural  implements,  and  used  farm 
tractors  (except  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling)  from  points  in  Minnesota  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 


ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E147),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  farm  machinery,  used  agri¬ 
cultural  implements,  and  used  farm 
tractors  (except  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling)  from  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Vermont,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  Virginia,  New  Jersey,  New 
Mexico,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Texas. 
Utah,  and  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  West 
Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E148),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  tractors  and  farm  equipment 
designed  to  be  used  in  conjunction  with 
farm  tractors  (except  commodities 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
special  handling)  from  Minnesota  to 
points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E149),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tractors  (except  those  with  vehicle, 
beds,  bed  frames,  and  fifth  wheels)  from 
Duluth,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Texas,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Mississippi. 
RESTRICTION:  (1)  Restricted  to  traffic 
having  an  immediate  prior  movement 
by  water  and  (2)  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  plantsites,  warehouses, 
and  dealer  facilities  of  Deere  and  Com¬ 
pany.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Burlington,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E150),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
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vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  machinery  and  farm  tractors 
(except  commodities  the  transportation 
of  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  _or 
special  handling) ,  from  Bettendorf,  Iowa 
and  Rock  Island,  HI.,  to  points  in  Nevada 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  95,  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  65,  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  65,  and  points 
in  West  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
plantsite  of  Helix  Corp.  at  Crown  Points, 
Ind. 

No.  MC-123048  (Sub-No.  E151),  filed 
June  2,  1974.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  A,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  L.  Mai*tinson 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier ,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  tractors  and  attach¬ 
ments  and  parts  when  moving  in  mixed 
loads  with  agricultural  tractors  from 
Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Arizona,  Utah,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  California, 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  281,  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and 
west  of  a  line  from  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  81  to  King¬ 
fisher.  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway 
33  to  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  183, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  the 
Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  and  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line  from  the 
Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  283  to  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  183  to  Breckenridge,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  6  to  Bryan,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  190  to  the  Texas- 
Louisiana  State  line.  RESTRICTION: 

(1)  Restricted  to  traffic  having  an  im¬ 
mediate  prior  movement  by  water  and 

(2)  restricted  to  traffic  destined  to  the 
plantsites,  warehouses,  and  dealer  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Deere  and  Company.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  West  Bend,  Wis. 

No.  MC-127042  (Sub-No.  E27)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  April  19,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  August  5,  1974. 
Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  98, 
Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  J. 
Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Authority  sought  to  opejrate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Montana  on,  south, 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  10  beginning 
at  the  Idaho-Montana  Highway  41, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  41  to 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  91,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  91  to  the  Montana- 
Idaho  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 


Cherokee,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  Is  to  redefine  the  correct  gateway. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20165  Filed  8-29-74;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  124] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 

AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

August  23, 1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  application, 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of  Ex 
Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  1131)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1,  1965. 
These  rules  provide  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  field  official  named  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication,  within  15 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of 
such  protests  must  be  served  on  the  ap¬ 
plicant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protests  must  certify  that 
such  service  has  been  made.  The  protests 
must  be  specific  as  to  the  service  which 
such  protestant  can  and  will  offer,  and 
must  consist  of  a  signed  original  and  six 
(6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  op  Property 

No.  MC  2368  <  Sub-No.  43TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BRALLEY- 
WILLETT  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  2212 
Deepwater  Terminal  Road,  Richmond, 
Va.  23204.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ward  W.  Johnson  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bulk 
liquid  commodities  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facturing  of  tobacco  products,  i.e. 
(ammonia,  liquid  flavoring,  liquid  sugar, 
glycerin,  glycol,  syrups  and  wines) , 
between  Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Richmond,  Va.,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
J.  Donald  Schafer,  Asst.  General  Traffic 
Manager,  Philip  Morris,  U.S.A.,  3601 
Commerce  Road,  Richmond,  Va.  23234. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Clatin  M.  Har- 
mond,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  10-502  Federal  Building,  400 
North  Eighth  Street,  Richmond,  Va. 
23240. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  513TA) ,  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  DEALERS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  2200  East  170th  Street, 


Lansing,  HI.  60438.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  R.  O.  Homberger  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Trailers,  semi-trailers  and  trailer  chassis, 
other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  initial,  truck- 
away  and  driveaway  service;  and  (2) 
Tractors,  in  secondary  driveaway  service, 
only  when  drawing  trailers  moving  in 
initial  driveaway  service,  (1)  from  points 
in  Bartow  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii)  and  (2)  from  points  in  Bartow 
County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oregon,  and  Vermont,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Mr.  Lee 
Bajos,  Director  of  Manufacturing,  Bank- 
head  Transportation  Equipment  Co., 
1600  Ellsworth  Industrial  Drive,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30318.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Rob¬ 
ert  G.  Anderson,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Building,  219  S.  Dearborn  Street,  Room 
1086,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  13900  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
HAULERS,  INC.,  228  Superior  Street, 
Toledo,  Ohio  43604.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harold  G.  Hernly,  118  North 
St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  22314. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  which  are  at  the  time  moving 
on  bills  of  lading  of  freight  forwarders,  as 
defined  in  Section  402(a)  of  the  Act,  (1) 
from  Richmond,  Va.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  (2) 
from  Lynchburg,  Va.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.  and 
St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  (3)  from  Chicago,  HI. 
to  Norfolk,  Va.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPERS:  Acme  Fast  Freight,  . 
Inc.,  3750  W.  47th  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60632  and  Universal  Carloading  &  Dis¬ 
tributing  Company,  345  Hudson  St.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10014.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Keith  D.  Warner,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  313  Federal  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  234  Summit  Street,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43604. 

No.  MC  29753  (Sub-No.  5TA) ,  filed 
August  15, 1974.  Applicant:  BOB  AIKINS 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  264,  Lawrence- 
burg,  Ind.  47205.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  J.  Snodgrass  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Barrels, 
wooden,  steel  or  stainless  steel,  between 
Bardstown,  Frankfort,  Lawrenceburg, 
Loretto,  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Overpeck,  Ohio, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
General  Cooperage,  Inc.,  4424  Hamilton- 
Trenton  Road,  Overpeck,  Ohio  45055. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District  Super¬ 
visor  James  W.  Habermehl,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  802  Century  Bldg.,  36  S.  Penn. 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  44913  (Sub-No.  16TA),  filed 
August  20,  1974.  Applicant:  E.  ROSCOE 
WILLEY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  116,  Secretary, 
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Md.  21644.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  1123  Munsey  Building, 
1329  E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  canned  goods,  frozen  foods  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsites 
and  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Acme 
Markets,  Inc.  located  in  Caroline,  Dor¬ 
chester,  Talbot,  and  Wicomico  Counties, 
Md.,  to  Forty  Fort  and  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
and  Kearny,  N.J.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  Acme  Markets, 
Inc.,  124  North  15th  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19101.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  12th  Street  &  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  59223  (Sub-No.  6TA) ,  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  NEW  DEAL 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  206  West 
37th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10015.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J.  Piken, 
One  Lefrak,  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y. 
11368.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wearing 
apparel,  accessories,  and  dry  goods,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  as  defined  in  Commercial 
Zones  and  Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451, 
within  which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  partial  exemp¬ 
tion  of  Section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  (the  “exempt” 
zone),  and  Keasbey,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Springfield 
(Springfield  Mall,  Route  320,  Baltimore 
Pike,  Delaware  County),  Pa.,  restricted 
to  service  to  or  from  the  stores,  ware¬ 
houses,  storage  and  marking  facilities 
owned,  leased,  operated  or  used  by  or 
for  Bamberger’s — Division  of  R.  H.  Macy 
&  Co.,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Bamberger’s  Director  of  R.  H. 
Macy  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Newark,  N.J.  07101. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  W.  Assenza, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  59957  (Sub-No.  43TA),  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  EXPRESS,  Arsenal  Road  & 
Toronita  Street,  York,  Pa.  17402.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Walter  M.  F. 
Neugebauer  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
and  except  dangerous  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Mo¬ 
tor  Common  Carrier  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  site  of  Dura-Bilt 
Products,  Inc.,  located  in  Ridgebury 
Township,  Bradford  County,  Pa.,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  regular  service  route  between 
Westfield  and  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  for  180 
days.  Note :  Applicant  states  that  in  MC 
59957,  will  interline  at  any  or  all  lawful 
interline  points.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Dura-Bilt  Products,  Inc.,  Box  188, 


Wellsburg,  N.Y.  14894.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Robert  P.  Amerine,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  278  Federal  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  869, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  85621  (Sub-No.  8TA) ,  filed 
August  13,  1974.  Applicant:  VANN 

EXPRESS,  INC.,  620  Line  Street,  Attalla, 
Ala.  35954.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Guy  H.  Postell,  Suite  713,  3384  Peach¬ 
tree  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Merchandise, 
equipment  and  supplies,  sold,  used  or 
distributed  by  a  manufacturer  of  cos¬ 
metics  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Attalla,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Colbert, 
Cullman,  Fayette,  Lamar,  Franklin, 
Lauderdale,  Lawrence,  Limestone,  Mari¬ 
on,  Morgan  and  Walker  Counties,  Ala., 
for  180  days.  RESTRICTION:  The  au¬ 
thority  herein  if  granted  will  be  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
packages  or  articles  weighing  in  the 
aggregate  more  than  250  pounds  from 
one  consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any 
one  day.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER :  Avon 
Products,  Inc.,  2200  Cotillion  Drive, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30302.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Clifford  W.  White,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  1616,  2121 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  87720  (Sub-No.  162TA) ,  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  BASS 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  391,  Old  Croton  Road,  Flemington, 
N.J.  08822.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bert  Collins,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  and  chain  grocery, 
hardware  and  drug  stores,  in  containers, 
and  materials  and  supplies  (except  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  such  commodities,  (1)  from 
Danville,  Ill.  and  its  commercial  zone,  to 
Canton,  Ohio;  Dallas,  Tex.;  Lenexa, 
Kans.;  Atlanta,  Ga.;  Elkhart,  Ind.; 
Chamblee,  Ga.;  Chicago,  Ill.;  Cranford, 
N.J.;  Arlington,  Tex.;  Los  Angeles,  Calif.; 
Lawrence,  Mass.;  Portland,  Oreg,:  and 
commercial  zones  thereof  and  (2)  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  its  commercial 
zone,  to  Danville,  Ill.  and  its  commercial 
zone,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  American  Home  Products  Corpora¬ 
tion,  685  Third  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10017.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Richard 

M.  Regan,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  428  East  State  Street,  Room 
204,  Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  101219  (Sub-No.  53TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  MERIT 
DRESS  DELIVERY,  INC.,  524  West  36th 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10018.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein, 
One  Woodbridge  Center,  Woodbridge, 

N. J.  07095.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel  on  hangers  and  wearing 
apparel  in  boxes  and  cartons  and  sup¬ 


plies  used  in  connection  therewith,  when 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the 
same  time  with  shipments  of  wearing  ap¬ 
parel  on  hangers,  between  Colchester, 
East  Hartford,  Hartford,  Manchester, 
Meriden,  Middletown,  New  Britain,  New 
Haven,  New  London,  Norwich,  and 
Wethersfield,  Conn.;  Brockton,  Boston, 
Cambridge,  Fall  River,  Holyoke,  Law¬ 
rence,  Lowell,  New  Bedford,  Norwood, 
Pittsfield,  Springfield,  Waltham,  Ware, 
Webster,  and  Worcester,  Mass.;  Crans¬ 
ton,  Pawtucket,  Providence,  and  Warren, 
R.I.;  Nashua,  N.H.;  Sanford,  Maine,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Apparel  Division,  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.,  One 
Connecticut  Avenue,  Norwich,  Conn. 
06360.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  W. 
Assenza,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  321TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  FLEET 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934 
44th  Avenue  North,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37203.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  G.  North  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Corn  sy¬ 
rup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Virginia,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Penick 
&  Ford,  Ltd.,  920  First  Street  SW.,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  803  1808  West  End  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  708TA) ,  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South 
Main,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Applicant’s  re¬ 
presentative  :  Irvin  Tull,  525  South  Main, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  articles,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Evans  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company  at  or  near  Chesapeake, 
Va.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Evans  Products  Company,  201  Dexter 
Street,  Chesapeake,  Va.  23324,  Jos  D. 
Sharpe,  Asst.  T.  M.,  Bldg.  Materials. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  240,  Old  P.O.  Building,  215  NW. 
Third,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC-108339  (Sub-No.  3TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  MAUREEN 
Y.  WELCH  AND  HENRY  E.  WELCH, 
doing  business  as  YOUNG  TRANSFER, 
Box  8226,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28208.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Calvin  F.  Major, 
200  West  Grace  Street,  Richmond,  Va. 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper,  scrap  or 
waste,  from  points  in  South  Carolina,  to 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER :  Weyerhaeuser  Company, 
Tacoma,  Wash.  98401.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  District  Supervisor  Terrell  Price, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  800  Briar  Creek  Road, 
Suite  CC516,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28205. 

No.  MC-109821  (Sub-No.  37TA) ,  filed 
August  16, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  W.  TAYN- 
TON  COMPANY,  INC.,  40  Main  Street, 
Wellsboro,  Pa.  16901.  Appl'cant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  DeKroyft,  201  Bloom¬ 
field  Avenue,  Verona,  N.J.  07044.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  articles  and 
scientific  instruments,  from  Horseheads, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  and  West  Virginia,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Coming  Glass 
Works,  P.O.  Box  544,  Coming,  N.Y.  14830. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  J.  Ken¬ 
worthy,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  314  U.S.  Post  Office  Bldg., 
Scranton,  Pa.  18503. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  will  tack 
and  or  interline  with  any  other  carrier  in 
MC  109821. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  461TA),  filed 
August  19,  1974.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive, 
Lake  Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Delany  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Critical  plumbing,  heating,  in¬ 
dustrial  electrical  refrigeration,  air  con¬ 
ditioning  and  mechanical  tooling  re¬ 
placement  parts,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  articles  or  packages  weigh¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  no  more  than  100 
pounds,  from  one  consignor  to  one  con¬ 
signee  on  any  one  day,  between  Newport 
News,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Durham,  Kinston,  Raleigh,  Wil¬ 
son,  and  Winston  Salem,  N.C. ;  Columbia, 
Florence,  and  Spartanburg,  S.C.;  (2) 
Business  papers,  records,  audit  and  ac¬ 
counting  media  of  all  kinds,  and  office 
supplies,  between  Newport  News,  Va.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Durham, 
Kinston,  Raleigh,  Wilson,  and  Winston 
Salem,  N.C.;  Columbia,  Florence,  and 
Spartanburg,  S.C.;  (3)  Business  papers, 
records,  audit  and  accounting  media  of 
all  kinds,  office  supplies,  and  video  tapes 
related  thereto,  between  Richmond,  Va., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Con¬ 
way  Dillon  and  Mullins,  S.C.;  and  points 
in  North  Carolina;  and  (4)  Video  tapes, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  arti¬ 
cles  or  packages  weighing  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  no  more  than  50  pounds,  from  one 
consignor  to  one  consignee  on  any  one 
day,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.  and  Washington, 
D.C.,  to  Petersburg,  Va.,  for  180  days. 
SUI*I>ORTIN G  SHIPPERS:  (1)  Heilig- 
Meyers,  Inc.,  3228  West  Cary  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.;  (2)  WXEX-TV,  230  S. 


Crater  Road,  Petersburg,  Va.;  and  (3) 
Noland  Company,  2700  Warwick  Blvd., 
Newport  News,  Va.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  344TA),  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  BRAY 

LINES,  INCORPORATED,  1401  North 
Little,  P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla. 
74023.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  W.  Fhrick  (same  address  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
potatoes  and  potato  products,  from 
points  in  Portage  County,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Minnesota,  Oklahoma,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Michigan,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  American 
Potato  Company,  H.E.  Link,  Corp.  T.  M., 
555  California  Street,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L. 
Phillips,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  240,  Old  P.O.  Bldg.,  215  NW. 
Third,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  559TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce 
City  (Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  L.  Metzler,  P.O. 
Box  16004,  Stockyards  Station,  Denver, 
Colo.  80216.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Aquariums,  household  pet  cages,  and 
aquarium  accessories,  supplies,  and 
equipment,  from  Compton,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Mexico,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Oregon,  Texas,  Washington,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Utah,  Arizona,  and  Nevada,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Metaframe  Corporation,  355  West  Carob 
Street,  Compton,  Calif.  90220.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  2022 
Federal  Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  113784  (Sub-No.  56TA),  filed 
August  12,  1974.  Applicant:  LAJDLAW 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  65  Guise  Street, 
Hamilton,  Ontario,  Canada  L8L  4M1.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  David  A.  Suth- 
erlund,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Tractor  parts  in  containers,  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  between  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  the  Ford  Motor  Company 
located  at  Romeo,  Mich.,  Macomb 
County,  and  the  Ports  of  Entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  on  the 
St.  Clair  River,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  in  foreign  commerce, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Ford  Motor  Company,  Ford  Tractor  Op¬ 
erations,  2500  E.  Maple  Road,  Troy,  Mich. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  George  M. 
Parker,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 


Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  612  Federal  Building,  111  West 
Huron  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  213TA),  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Francis  P.  Barrett, 

60  Adams  Street,  P.O.  Box  238,  Milton 
(Boston),  Mass.  02187.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  imported  meats,  from  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Col¬ 
orado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
Tennessee,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
Gurrentz  International  Corp.,  Chicago, 
HI.;  A.  J.  Cunningham  Packing  Corp., 
Inc.,  Boston,  Mass.;  Gurrentz  Interna¬ 
tional  Corporation,  Pittsburgh,  F»a.;  Aus- 
tracean  USA  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.;  Mar 
Meat  Co.,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and  The 
Port  of  Wilmington,  Wilmington,  Del. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  John  B.  Thomas, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
150  Causeway  Street,  Boston,  Mass. 
02114. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  323TA),  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  2105 
East  Dale  Street,  P.O.  Box  3180,  Glen- 
stone  Station,  Springfield,  Mo.  65804. 
Applicant’s  representative:  B.  B.  White- 
head  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer  and  de¬ 
icer  in  bags,  cartons,  drums  and  in  bulk, 
from  Viroqua,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  and  Minnesota,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Howard 
B.  Johnson  Enterprises,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
67.  Viroqua,  Wis.  54655.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  John  V.  Earry,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  600  Federal 
Office  Building,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub-No.  198TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  CHANDLER 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  8828  New 
Benton  Highway,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209. 
Applicant’s  representative :  Harold 

Hemly,  Jr.,  118  North  St.  Asaph  Street, 
Alexandria,  Va.  22314.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  in  initial 
movements,  from  points  in  Woodbury 
County,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  North  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  and  Colorado,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Alsea- 
co,  Inc.,  P.O.  Drawer  2856,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51106.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  William  H.  Land,  Jr., 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  2519  Federal  Office 
Building,  700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC-114533  (Sub-No.  306TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
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DISPATCH  CORPORATION,  1106  West 
35th  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60609.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Stanley  Komosa 
(same  address  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Exposed  and  processed 
film  and  prints,  complimentary  replace¬ 
ment  film  and  incidental  dealer  handling 
supplies  (except  motion  picture  film,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  commercial  and  television  mo¬ 
tion  pictures) ;  (2)  Graphic  arts  ma¬ 
terials-,  and  (3)  Audit  media  and  other 
business  records,  between  Peoria,  HI.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Indiana  (except  Hammond),  and 
Wisconsin  (except  Milwaukee) ,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Yvonne 
L.  Heinle,  Corporated  Secretary,  Tri¬ 
color  Corporation,  1116  N.  Bird  Blvd., 
Peoria,  Ill.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Rob¬ 
ert  G.  Anderson,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Everett  McKinley  Dirk- 
sen  Bldg.,  219'  S.  Dearborn  Street,  Room 
1086,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC-1 14897  (Sub-No.  115TA) ,  filed 
August  14, 1974.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  9897, 

El  Paso,  Tex.  79989.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  P.  Rose  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petrole¬ 
um  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Lovington,  N.  Mex.,  to  Wink,  Tex., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Walter  Famariss,  Jr.,  President,  Fama- 
riss  Oil  &  Refining  Company,  P.O.  Box 
980,  Hobbs,  N.  Mex.  88240.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  Haskell  E.  Ballard,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Box  H- 
4395  Herring  Plaza,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

No.  MC  116073  (Sub-No.  30 1TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  August  5,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Au¬ 
gust  20,  1974,  and  republished  as  cor- 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  BARRETT 
MOBILE  HOME  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1825  Main  Avenue,  Moorehead,  Minn. 
56560.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
G.  Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant) . 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  the  state  of  Nevada  as  a  destination 
point,  which  was  omitted  in  previous  pub¬ 
lication.  The  rest  of  the  application  will  re¬ 
main  the  same. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  237TA),  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  a  Corporation,  10380  Even- 
dale  Drive,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  C.  Spencer 
(same  address  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sulphuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Hamilton,  Ohio,  to 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPER:  American  Cyan- 
amid  Company,  Hamilton,  Ohio  45012. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Paul  J.  Lowry, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  5514- 
B  Federal  Building,  550  Main  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45202. 


No.  MC  125254  (Sub-No.  31TA),  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  DONALD  L. 
MORGAN,  doing  business  as  MORGAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  1201  East  5th  St.,  P.O. 

Box  714,  Muscatine,  Iowa  52761.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 

9th  Floor,  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Tomato  paste,  in  containers,  from  the 
storage  facilities  of  Mid-Continent  Ware¬ 
house  at  Rock  Island,  Ill.,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Company  at  Muscatine, 
Iowa,  for  180  daysi.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Heinz  U.S.A.  Division  of  H.  J. 
Heinz  Company,  P.O.  Box  57,  Pittsburgh, 

Pa.  15230.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Herb¬ 
ert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  875  Federal  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  149TA) ,  filed 
August  13,  1974.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box 
98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative :  Rodney  L. 
Wright  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  potatoes 
and  potato  products,  from  the  plantsite 
of  American  Potato  Co.  at  Plover,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
American  Potato  Company,  ■  Bank  of 
America  Center,  555  California  Street, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94104.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  Carroll 
Russell,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Suite  620, 
Union  Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  40TA) ,  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  MONT¬ 
GOMERY  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
382,  17730  S.  Chicago  Avenue,  Lansing, 
Ill.  60438.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  H.  Towle,  127  North  Dearborn 
Street,  Suite  1133,  Chicago,  Ill.  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Insecticides  (ex¬ 
cept  petroleum  derivative  insecticides), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Abbott  Laboratories  at  or  near 
North  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Osage,  Iowa,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Mr. 
L.  D.  Hinkley,  Corporate  Traffic  Man¬ 
ager,  Abbott  Laboratories,  1400  Sheridan 
Road,  North  Chicago,  Ill.  60064.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Robert  G.  Anderson, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Room  1086, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  118TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  CRETE 


CARRIER  CORPORATION,  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Bagged  or  packaged  pet  food, 
including  canned  pet  food  moving  in  the 
same  vehicle  for  which  authority  is  pres¬ 
ently  held,  from  Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  Nebraska,  and  California) ;  (2) 

Pet  food,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  thereof  (except  in  bulk),  between 
Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Illinois,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska) ; 

(3)  Pet  food  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  California:  and 

(4)  Animal  food  ingredients  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles), 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Billings,  Mont.;  St. 
Louis,  Mo.;  Decatur  and  Peoria,  Ill.; 
Indianapolis  and  Terre  Haute,  Ind.;  and 
Dayton,  Columbus,  and  Springfield, 
Ohio) ,  to  Mattoon,  Ill.,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  deflourinated 
phosphate  feed  supplements  from  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Allen  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  a 
division  of  Liggett  &  Myers,  Incorporated. 

Note. — This  is  identical  in  scope  to  Sub 
No.  88  on  which  applicant  is  waiting  issuance 
of  a  permit. 

SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Glenn 
Petrine,  Distribution  Manager,  Allen 
Products  Co.,  Alp  Pet  Food  Division,  Lig¬ 
gett  &  Myers,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2187,  Allen¬ 
town,  Pa.  18001.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Max  H.  Johnston,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  320  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  &  Court  House,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68508. 

No.  MC  129282  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
August  14,  1974.  Applicant:  BERRY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
2147,  Longview,  Tex.  75601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Fred  S.  Berry  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Malt  beverages  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  thereof,  from  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Missis¬ 
sippi,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP¬ 
PER:  Pearl  Brewing  Company,  P.O.  Box 
1661,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  78206.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor 
Gerald  T.  Holland,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  133846  (Sub-No.  6TA) ,  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  FLITE  LINE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Philadelphia  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19153. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Francis  P. 
Desmond,  115  East  Fifth  Street,  Chester, 
Pa.  19013.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
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commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Philadel¬ 
phia  International  Airport,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Con¬ 
necticut  within  150  miles  of  Philadelphia, 
subject  to  the  following  conditions:  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  (a)  No  service  shall  be 
provided  in  the  transportation  of  articles 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  500 
pounds  from  one  consignee  at  one  loca¬ 
tion  on  any  one  day;  (b)  Shipments  must 
have  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
air;  and  (c)  Shipments  must  move  only 
in  expedited,  special  or  express  service 
at  daily  intervals,  for  180  days.  SUP¬ 
PORTING  SHIPPERS:  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  8  statements  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may  be 
examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO :  Peter  R.  Guman, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Room  3238,  600  Arch 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  134816  (Sub-No.  3TA) ,  filed 
August  19,  1974.  Applicant:  EDWARD  C. 
WARD,  Route  1,  Box  107,  Tyner,  N.C. 
27980.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ches¬ 
ter  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fish  meal,  in  bulk,  in  dump  ve¬ 
hicles,  between  Reedville,  Va.  and  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT¬ 
ING  SHIPPER:  Zapata  Haynie,  Inc., 
5010  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md.  21212. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Archie  W.  An¬ 
drews,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  P.O.  Box  26896,  Raleigh,  N.C. 
27611. 

No.  MC  135797  (Sub-No.  27TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  200,  Lowell, 
Ark.  72745.  Applicant’s  representative: 
L.  C.  Cypert  (same  address  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Animal  or 
poultry  feed  supplements,  dry,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  to  points  in  Arkansas; 
Many  and  Ruston,  La.;  Carthage,  Lee’s 
Summit,  Neosho  and  Springfield,  Mo.; 
Oklahoma,  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1-35;  and  points  in  Texas  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  1-35,  including  the 
Commercial  Zones  of  the  points  named 
(as  defined  by  the  Commission),  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  J.  B. 
Hunt  Co.,  U.S.  Highway  71  North,  Lowell, 
Ark.  72745.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  2519  Federal  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201. 

No.  MC  138104  (Sub-No.  13TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974,  Applicant:  MOORE 


TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76106. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bernard  H. 
English,  6270  Firth  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.  76116.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Poly 
vinyl  chloride  resin  waste,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  and  Aberdeen,  Miss.,  to  Plano,  Tex., 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Capital  Wire  &  Cable,  910  10th  Street, 
Plano,  Tex.  75074.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  District  Supervisor  H.  C.  Morrison, 
Sr.,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Room  9A27  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  819  Taylor  Street,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102. 

No.  MC  138134  (Sub-No.  2TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  DONALD 
HOLLAND  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1300  Main 
Street,  Keokuk,  Iowa  52632.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O. 
Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  52501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Corn  products,  in 
packages  or  containers  and  (2)  Mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture,  processing,  sale  and 
distribution  of  com  products,  (1)  from 
Keokuk,  Iowa,  to  Elk  Grove  Village,  Ill.; 
Hammond,  Ind.;  Green  Bay,  West  Bend, 
and  Milwaukee,  Wis.  and  (2)  from  the 
Chicago,  HI.  Commercial  Zone  and  the 
Davenport-Rock  Island,  Ill.  Commercial 
Zone,  to  Keokuk,  Iowa,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  The  Hubinger 
Company,  P.O.  Box  647,  Keokuk,  Iowa 
52632.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Herbert 
W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  875  Federal  Building,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  14TA),  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  4284  Mission  Blvd.,  Pomona, 
Calif.  91766.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Patrick  E.  Quinn,  605  South  14th  Street 
(P.O.  Box  82028),  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Electrical 
outlet  boxes,  switchboxes  and  other  elec¬ 
trical  rough -in  items,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Bowers  Manufacturing  Company,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Norris  Industries,  at  or  near 
South  Gate,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  South  Carolina, 
North  Carolina,  West  Virginia,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Bowers  Manufacturing  Co.,  Division  of 
Norris  Industries,  8685  Bowers  Avenue, 
South  Gate,  Calif.  90280.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  Philip 
Yallowitz,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  300  North 
Los  Angeles  Street,  Room  7708,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90012. 


No.  MC  139424  (Sub-No.  4TA) ,  filed 
August  9,  1974.  Applicant:  FISHER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  640 
Pleasant  Mills  Road,  Hammonton,  N.J. 
08037.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
ton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Waste  plastic 
resins,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
Assonett,  Mass,  and  Point  Pleasant, 
Charleston,  and  South  Charleston,  W. 
Va.,  to  South  Plainfield,  N.J.,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Kentile 
Floors,  Inc.,  58  2nd  Avenue,  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Richard  M. 
Regan,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  428  East  State  Street,  Room  204, 
Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  139755  (Sub-No.  1TA) ,  filed 
August  16,  1974.  Applicant:  HENRY  M. 
KID  WELL,  doing  business  as  FRON¬ 
TIER  TRADING,  2420  W.  Court  Street, 
Pasco,  Wash.  99301.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Henry  M.  Kidwell  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Irrigation  circules  and  parts  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  irrigation  circles  and 
other  related  equipment,  between  Enreso 
plants  located  in  Pasco,  Wash.;  Colorado 
Springs,  Colo.;  and  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Wyoming,  and  between  points  located  on 
the  United  States-Canadlan  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  at  or  near  Alberta, 
Saskatchewan,  and  British  Columbia, 
Canada,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Enresco  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  492, 
Pasco,  Wash.  99301.  SEND  PROTESTS 
TO:  L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  6049  Federal 
Office  Building,  909  1st  Avenue,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98174. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  will  tack 
and/or  interline  with  other  carrier  with  au¬ 
thority  in  TA  MC  139756. 

No.  MC-140033  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
August  15,  1974.  Applicant:  COX  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  10606 
Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex.  75220.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Larry  Wells, 
4645  North  Central  Expressway,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Dairy  products  and  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  which  are  otherwise  exempt 
under  Section  203(b)(6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  when  transported 
with  dairy  products,  in  straight  or  mixed 
loads,  from  the  plantsites,  warehouses, 
and  storage  and  production  facilities  of 
Associated  Milk  Producers,  Inc.,  in  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Texas;  and  (2)  cheese  and, 
agricultural  commodities  which  are 
otherwise  exempt  under  Section  203 
(b)  (6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
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moving  in  straight  or  mixed  loads, 
from  points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Maryland,  to  the  plantsites,  ware¬ 
houses,  and  storage  and  production  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Associated  Milk  Producers, 
Inc.,  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin, 
for  180  days. 

Note. — Carrier  does  not  intend  to  tack 
authority. 

SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  Associated 
Milk  Producers,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  61,  Mason 
City,  Iowa  50401.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
District  Supervisor  Gerald  T.  Holland, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  1100  Commerce 
Street,  Room  13C12,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

No.  MC  140111  TA,  filed  August  16, 
1974.  Applicant:  HENRY  M.  KIDWELL, 
doing  business  as  FRONTIER  TRADING, 
2420  West  Court  Street,  Pasco,  Wash. 
99301.  Applicant’s  representative:  Henry 
M.  Kid  well  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Recyclable 
products  and  other  scrap  of  similar 
nature,  going  back  for  recycling,  such  as 
scrap  paper,  junk  car  bodies,  scrap  iron 
and  junk  batteries,  between  points  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  California,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  between  points 
located  on  the  United  States-Canadian 
Boundary  line  at  or  near  Alberta, 
Saskatchewan,  and  British  Columbia, 
Carada,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  John  Dietrich,  503  E.  Wash¬ 
ington,  Pasco,  Wash.  99301.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation 
Specialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  6049  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98174. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  will  tack 
and/or  Interline  with  other  carrier  in  MC 
139755. 

No.  MC  140112  TA,  filed  August  14, 
1974.  Applicant:  R.  E.  MARION  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  1404  Edgebrook  Drive, 
Gamer,  N.C.  27529.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Ralph  E.  Marion,  Sr.,  1404 
Edgebrook  Drive,  Garner,  N.C.  27529. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Used  motor  vehi¬ 
cles,  between  points  in  Virginia,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  O’Neal 
Motors,  Inc.,  1938  S.  Wilmington  St., 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27602;  Rives  Motor  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Highway  52,  Salisbury,  N.C. 
28144;  Harmon  Volkswagen,  Inc.,  2421 
Wake  Forest  Road,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27604; 
Thompson  Cadillac  Olds,  Inc.,  2600  Wake 
Forest  Road,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27604;  Bill 
Motley  Auto  Sales,  600  N.  Person  St., 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27604;  Suburban  Motors, 
3509  Fayetteville  Road,  Raleigh,  N.C. 
27601;  and  A1  Smith  Buick  Company, 
Inc.,  2511  Wake  Forest  Road,  Raleigh, 
N.C.  27604.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
Archie  W.  Andrews,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  P.O.  Box  26896, 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 


Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  106798  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
August  2,  1974.  Applicant:  GARDEN 
STATE  COACHWAYS,  690  North  Pearl 
Street,  Bridgeton,  N.J.  08302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Raymond  A.  Thistle,  Jr„ 
Suite  1012,  Pour  Penn  Center  Plaza, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  between  Bridgeton,  N.J.  and  New 
York,  N.Y.  serving  intermediate  points 
between  Bridgeton,  N.J.  and  Exit  5  of 
the  New  Jersey  Turnpike:  From  Bridge- 
ton  over  New  Jersey  Highway  Route  No. 
77  to  its  intersection  with  New  Jersey 
Highway  Route  No.  45,  thence  over  New 
Jersey  Highway  Route  No.  45  to  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  Interstate  Highway 
Route  No.  295,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  Route  No.  295  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  County  Route  No.  541,  thence 
over  County  Route  No.  541  to  Exit  5  of 
the  New  Jersey  Turnpike,  thence  along 
the  New  Jersey  Turnpike  to  Exit  16, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  Route 
No.  495  to  the  Lincoln  Tunnel,  thence 
through  the  Lincoln  Tunnel  to  New  York 
City,  N.Y.  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS:  There  are  various  individ¬ 
uals  who  support  the  application,  which 
may  be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.C„  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  Richard  M. 
Regan,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  428  East  State  Street,  Room  204, 
Trenton,  N.J.  08608. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  will  not 
tack  and/or  interline  with  tiny  other  carrier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .74-20 168  Filed  8-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


[Notice  581] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  27,  1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include  cases 
previously  assigned  hearing  dates.  The 
hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  presently 
reflected  in  the  Official  Docket  of  the 
Commission.  An  attempt  will  be  made  to 
publish  notices  of  cancellation  of  hear¬ 
ings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but  inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  take  appropriate 
steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of 
cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
August  30, 1974. 

MC-C-8412,  Bowman  Transportation,  Inc. — 
Investigation  and  Revocation  of  Certifi¬ 
cates,  now  being  assigned  October  7,  1974, 


at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  110525  Sub-1024,  Chemical  Leaman  Tank 
Lines,  Inc.,  Extension — Chattanooga, 

Tenn.;  MC  116459  Sub-42,  Russ  Transport, 
Inc.,  Extension — Chattanooga,  Tenn.;  MC 
124078  Sub-503,  Schwerman  Trucking  Co., 
Extension — Chattanooga,  Tenn.;  and  MC 
136903  Sub-7,  Intermodal  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  October  9,  1974  (3 
days),  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F-12157,  Midwest  Refrigerated  Express, 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — Robert  W.  Groh, 
MC  124774  Sub  89,  Midwest  Refrigerated 
Express,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing 
October  24, 1974  (2  days) ,  at  Omaha,  Nebr., 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  119777  Sub  293,  Llgon  Specialized  Hauler, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  hearing  October 

-  31,  1974  (1  day),  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  in  a 

hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  40978  Sub-21,  Chair  City  Motor  Express 
Company,  now  being  assigned  November 
12,  1974  (2  days),  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  In 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  59728  Sub-26,  Morrison  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  November  14. 
1974  (2  days),  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC-C-8363,  Elston-Richards  Storage  Com¬ 
pany — Revocation  of  Certificate;  MC-F- 
12041,  Bouma  Cartage  Company — Pur¬ 
chase — Elston-Richards  Storage  Company; 
and  MC  120456  Sub-3,  Bouma  Cartage 
Company,  now  being  assigned  November 
18,  1974  (1  week),  at  Lansing,  Michigan, 
In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  113908  Sub  311,  Erickson  Transport  Corp., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  November  5, 
1974  (2  days),  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  135874  Sub  31,  LTL  Perishables,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  continued  hearing  No¬ 
vember  13,  1974  (3  days),  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

MC  118142  Sub  67,  M.  Bruenger  &  Co.,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  November  11, 
1974  (2  days),  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  124174  Sub  98,  Momsen  Trucking  Co., 
now  being  assigned  hearing  November  7, 
1974  (2  days),  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-20166  Filed  8-29-74:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

August  27,  1974. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from 
the  requirements  of  section  4  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  permit  com¬ 
mon  carriers  named  or  described  in  the 
application  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  September  16,  1974. 

FSA  No.  42871 — Carbolic  Acid  ( Phe¬ 
nol )  and  Cresylic  Acid  to  Points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  and  Illinois.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-480),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  carbolic 
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acid  (phenol)  and  cresylic  acid,  in  tank- 
car  loads,  as  described  in  the  applica- 
tion,  from  specified  points  in  Texas,  to 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  and  East  St.  Louis, 
Illinois. 

Grounds  for  ’•elief — Market  competi¬ 
tion,  new  commodity. 

Tariff — Supplement  82  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  354-C, 
I.C.C.  No.  5084.  Rates  are  published  to 
become  effective  on  September  24,  1974. 

Aggregate-of-Intermediates 

FSA  No!  42872 — Carbolic  Acid  ( Phe¬ 
nol )  and  Cresylic  Acid  to  Points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  and  Illinois.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B-481),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  carbolic 


acid  (phenol)  and  cresylic  acid, 
in  tank-car  loads,  as  described  in  the 
application,  from  specified  points  in 
Texas,  to  East  St.  Louis,  Illinois,  and  St. 
Louis,  Missouri. 

Grounds  for  relief — Maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  without  use  of  such  rates 
as  factors  in  constructing  combination 
rates. 

Tariff — Supplement  82  to  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff 
354-C,  I.C.C.  No.  5084.  Rates  are  pub¬ 
lished  to  become  effective  on  Sep¬ 
tember  24, 1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

|FR  Doc.74-20167  Filed  &-29-74;8:45  am] 
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